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TITLE 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VII—Commodity Stabiliza¬ 
tion Service (Farm Marketing 
Quotas and Acreage Allotments), 
Department of Agriculture 

(Amdt. 5] 

Part 722— Cotton 

ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS FOR 1957 CROP OF 
UPLAND COTTON 

Basis and purpose. The purposes of 
this amendment are (1) to provide that, 
upon proper request for additional time 
to dispose of excess cotton acreage, the 
county committee may extend the 20-day 
period for disposing of such excess acre¬ 
age to 30 days after the date the original 
notice of measured cotton acreage is 
mailed to the farm operator; (2) to pro¬ 
vide that, upon proper request, the State 
Committee may authorize the county 
office to grant a 10-day period for dis¬ 
posing of excess cotton acreage in cases 
where the farm operator failed to take 
timely action either to dispose of excess 
acreage or to request additional time; 
(3) to provide that remeasurement of 
acreage of cotton on the farm must be 
requested and deposit of estimated cost 
thereof made within 20 days after no¬ 
tice of measured cotton acreage is mailed 
to the farm operator and where re¬ 
measurement shows that the acreage of 
cotton on the farm is in excess of the 
farm acreage allotment, the farm oper¬ 
ator may adjust the acreage of cotton 
on the farm to the farm acreage allot¬ 
ment within 7 days after notice of the 
remeasured cotton acreage is mailed to 
the farm operator; and (4) to provide 
that where measurement of acreage dis¬ 
posed of shows that excess acreage re¬ 
mains on the farm, the acreage of cotton 
on the farm may be adjusted to the farm 
acreage allotment within 7 days after 
notice of the measured cotton acreage is 
mailed to the farm operator. 

Because the planting of cotton is un- 
aer way in most areas of the Cotton Belt, 
n is essential that this amendment be 
made effective as soon as possible. Ac¬ 
cordingly, it is hereby determined and 
found that compliance with the notice 
and public procedure requirements and 
compliance with the 30-day effective 
date requirement of section 4 of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act *60 Stat. 238; 


5 U. S. C. 1003) is impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest and the 
amendment set forth herein shall be ef¬ 
fective upon filing of this document with 
the Director, Division of the Federal 
Register. 

Section 722.826 of the regulations per¬ 
taining to acreage allotments for the 
1957 Crop of Upland Cotton <21 F. R. 
7817, 8077, 9630; 22 F. R. 533, 2145) is 
amended by deleting paragraphs (c), *d) 
and (e) thereof and substituting new 
paragraphs (c), (d), (e) and (f) in lieu 
thereof as follows: 

(c) Notice of measured acreage and 
disposition of excess acreage. The 
county committee shall mail to the farm 
operator a notice of the 1957 measured 
cotton acreage on the farm. If such 
acreage is in excess of the farm acreage 
allotment, the farm marketing excess for 
the farm shall be determined on the basis 
of the excess acreage and the normal 
yield for the farm unless it is determined 
as provided in paragraph (f) of this sec¬ 
tion that the acreage of cotton on the 
farm is adjusted to the farm acreage al¬ 
lotment within the time established un¬ 
der this paragraph. The notice mailed 
to the farm operator shall include a 
statement of the basis for determining 
the farm marketing excess. Notice so 
given shall constitute notice to each pro¬ 
ducer having an interest in the 1957 crop 
of cotton produced on the farm. If pro¬ 
ducers on the farm are unable because 
of circumstances beyond their control 
to dispose of the excess cotton acreage 
within 20 days after notice of the meas¬ 
ured cotton acreage is mailed to the farm 
operator as provided in this paragraph, 
a request in writing for additional time 
may be filed with the county committee 
by any producer on the farm within the 
20-day period. Such request shall con¬ 
tain a showing that due to circumstances 
beyond their control producers on the 
farm w f ere unable to destroy the excess 
acreage within the 20-day period. If the 
county committee is satisfied by the 
showing in such request for additional 
time, the county committee may extend 
the date for disposing of the excess cot¬ 
ton acreage to 30 days after the date the 
original notice of measured cotton acre¬ 
age is mailed to the farm operator. If 
due to circumstances beyond their con¬ 
trol producers on the farm were unable 
(Continued on p. 3105) 


CONTENTS 


Agricultural Marketing Service Pft 8° 

Proposed rule making: 

Tobacco inspection- 3124 

Rules and regulations: 

Limes grown in Florida; quality 
and size_- 3105 


Agriculture Department 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Commodity Stabilization 
Service. 

Civil Aeronautics Administra¬ 
tion 

Proposed rule making: 

Production inspection system 


standards_ 3125 

Rules and regulations: 

Standard instrument approach 

procedures; alterations_ 3118 

Commerce Department 

See also Civil Aeronautics Admin¬ 


istration; Federal Maritime 
Board; Foreign Commerce Bu¬ 
reau. 

Notices: 

Statements of change in finan¬ 
cial interests: 


Carter, Glenn E- 3135 

Hod gins, Theodore S- 3135 

Postweiler, Norval W_ 3135 

Spraggon, John H_ 3135 

Commodity Stabilization Service 

Rules and regulations: 

Cotton, upland; acreage allot¬ 
ments for 1957 crop- 3103 


Federal Communications Com¬ 
mission 

Notices: 

Noble-DeKalb Broadcasting Co., 

Inc. (WKTL); application for 
construction permit; hearing 

on stated issues_ 3135 

Proposed rule making: 

Experimental, auxiliary and 
special broadcast services; 
television broadcast translator 

stations_ 3128 

Practice and procedure; pat¬ 
ents; annual reports and dis¬ 
closure of patent positions— 3125 

«■ Table of assignments; television 
broadcast stations: 

Moultrie and Waycross, Ga__. 3128 

Norfolk - Portsmouth - New¬ 
port News, Va., and New 
Bern, N. C. 3126 


3103 





































3104 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


FEDERAL^iiEGISTER 


Published daily, except Sundays, Mondays, 
and days following official Federal holidays, 
by the Federal Register Division, National 
Archives and Records Service, General Serv¬ 
ices Administration, pursuant to the au¬ 
thority contained in the Federal Register Act. 
approved July 26. 1936 (49 Stat. 600, as 
amended; 44 U. S. C.. ch. 8B), under regula¬ 
tions prescribed by the Administrative Com¬ 
mittee of the Federal Register, approved by 
the President. Distribution is made only by 
the Superintendent of Documents. Govern¬ 
ment Printing Office, Washington 25. D. C. 

The Federal Register will be furnished by 
mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $1.50 
per month or $15.00 per year, payable in 
advance. The charge for individual copies 
(minimum 15 cents) varies In proportion to 
the size of the issue. Remit check or money 
order, made payable to the Superintendent 
of Documents, directly to the Government 
Printing Office. Washington 25. D. C. 

The regulatory material appearing herein 
is keyed to the Code of Federal Regulations, 
which is published, under 50 titles, pursuant 
to section 11 of the Federal Register Act. as 
amended August 5. 1953. The Code or Fed¬ 
eral Regulations is sold by the Superin¬ 
tendent of Documents. Prices of books and 
pocket supplements vary. 

There are no restrictions on the re¬ 
publication of material appearing in the 
Federal Register, or the Code or Federal 
Regulations. 


CFR SUPPLEMENTS 

(As of January 1, 1957) 

The following Supplements are now 
available: 

Title 16 ($1.50) 

Titles 28 and 29 ($1.50) 
Titles 30 and 31 ($1.50) 

Previously announced: Title 3, 1956 Supp. 
($0.40); Titles 4 and 5 ($1.00); Title 7, 
Parts 1-209 ($1.75), Parts 900-959 

($0.50), Part 960 to end ($1.25); Title 8 
($0.55); Title 9 ($0.70); Titles 10-13 
($1.00); Title 17 ($0.60); Title 18 

($0.50); Title 20 ($1.00); Title 21 

($0.50); Titles 22 and 23 ($1.00); Title 24 
($1.00); Title 26, Parts 1-79 ($0.35), 
Parts 80-169 ($0.50), Parts 170-182 

($0.35), Parts 183-299 ($0.30), Part 300 
to end, Ch. I, and Title 27 ($1.00); Title 
32, Parts 700-799 ($0.50), Part 1100 to 
end ($0.50); Title 39 ($0.50); Title 49, 

Parts 1-70 ($0.65), Parts 91-164 

($0.60), Part 165 to end ($0.70) 

Order from Superintendent of Documents, 
Government Printing Office, Washington 
25, D. C. 


CONTENTS—Continued 

Federal Communications Com- Pa 8 e 
mission—Continued 

Proposed rule making—Con. 

Table of assignments: television 
broadcast stations—Con. 
Providence, R. I.; New Haven, 

Conn.; New Bedford, Mass- 3127 


CONTENTS—Continued 

Federal Communications Com- Pa 8 e 
mission—Continued 

Rules and regulations: 

Industrial, scientific, and medi¬ 


cal service; when license is re¬ 
quired ___ 3116 

Practice and procedure; miscel¬ 
laneous amendments _ 3113 

Table of assignments; television 
broadcast stations: 

Charleston, S. C_ 3113 

Miami, Pla_ 3114 


Federal Maritime Board 

Notices: 

Majestic Shipping & Forward¬ 
ing Co., Inc., and Rohner, 
Gehrig & Co., Inc.; agreement 
filed for approval_ 3134 

Federal Power Commission 

Notices: 

Hearings, etc.; 

Big Chief Drilling Co_ 3136 

Le Cuno Oil Corp_ 3137 

Mesquite Oil and Gas Co_ 3136 

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line 

Co_ 3136 

Ohio Fuel Gas Co_ 3136 

Federal Trade Commission 

Rules and regulations: 

Saladmaster Sales, Inc., and 
Harry Lemmons; cease and 


desist order_ 3123 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

Rules and regulations: 

Alaska commercial fisheries; 

miscellaneous amendments_3118 

Alaska wildlife protection; tak¬ 
ing animals, birds, and game- 

fishes. 3117 

Swan Lake National Wildlife 
Refuge, Missouri; fishing_ 3117 


Food and Drug Administration 

Proposed rule making: 

Pesticide chemicals in or on raw 
agricultural commodities; pe¬ 
tition for establishment of 
tolerances for residues of 


dieldrin. 3124 

Rules and regulations: 

Antibiotic and antibiotic con¬ 
taining drugs; sample re¬ 
quirements; changes in cer¬ 
tification fees- 3106 

Fish; canned tuna; order ex¬ 
tending effective date on fill 

of container standards_ 3106 

Pesticide chemicals in or on raw 
agricultural commodities; tol¬ 
erance for residues of sodium 
dimethyldithiocarbamate_ 3106 


Foreign Assets Control 

Notices: 

Importation of certain mer¬ 
chandise directly from Japan; 
withdrawal of license require¬ 
ment and deletion of certain 
available certifications by 
Government of Japan_ 3133 

Foreign Commerce Bureau 

Notices: 

Cohen, Nisan Simon; order re¬ 
voking export licenses and 
denying export privileges_ 3134 


CONTENTS—Continued 

Geological Survey p &g« 

Notices: 

Colorado, North Dakota, Utah, 
Wyoming; definition of 
known geologic structures of 
producing oil and gas fields-, 3133 

Health, Education, and Welfare 
Department 

See Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion. 

Interior Department 

See Fish and Wildlife Service; Ge¬ 
ological Survey; Land Manage¬ 
ment Bureau. 

Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion 

Notices: 

Fourth section applications for 
relief___ 3137 

Rules and regulations: 

Memphis, Term.; commercial 
zone_ 3118 

Land Management Bureau 

Notices: 

Alaska; proposed withdrawal 
and reservation of land for 
Air Force Department: mis¬ 


cellaneous amendment_ 3129 

Proposed withdrawal and reser¬ 
vation of land: 

California (2 documents) - 3129, 3130 

Nevada_ 3132 

New Mexico_ 3132 

Oregon (2 documents)_3132,3133 

Small tract classification: 

California. 3131 

Colorado_ 3131 

Rules and regulations; 

Public land orders: 

Arizona_ 3124 

Utah_ 3124 


Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission 

Notices: 

Hearings, etc.: 

Electronic Micro-Ledger Ac¬ 


counting Corp_ 3138 

Mitchell Securities, Inc_ 3138 


Treasury Department 

See Foreign Assets Control. 

CODIFICATION GUIDE 

A numerical list of the parts of the Code 
of Federal Regulations affected by documents 
published in this issue. Proposed rules. as 
opposed to final actions, are identified as 
such. 


Chapter n (Executive orders): 
Jan. 23, 1912 (revoked in part 


by PLO 1414) .. 3124 

8578 <see P. R. Doc. 57-3574)— 3132 

Title 7 

Chapter I: 

Part 29 (proposed)._ 3124 

Chapter VH : 

Part 722. 3103 

Chapter IX : 

Part 1001 . 3103 

Title 14 

Chapter I : 

Parti (proposed)_ 3125 

Chapter II: 

Part 609 . 3118 







































FEDERAL REGISTER 


3105 


Thursday , May 2 , 1957 


CODIFICATION GUIDE—Con. 


Title 16 Page 

Chapter I: 

Part 13- 3123 

Title 21 

Chapter I: 

Part 37- 3106 

Part 120_ 3106 

Proposed rules --— 3124 

Part 146a- 3106 

Part 146b-- 3106 

Part 146c- 3106 

Part 146d_ 3106 

Part 146e_ 3106 


Title 43 

Chapter I: 

Appendix (Public land orders): 

1188 (revoked by PLO 1415)— 3124 

1414 .. 3124 

1415 __ 3124 


Title 47 

Chapter I: 

Parti-.-. 3113 

Proposed rules _ 3125 

Part 3 (2 documents)-3113,3114 

Proposed rules (3 documents) - 3126- 

3128 

Part 4 (proposed)_ 3128 

Part 18_ 3116 

Part 25 (proposed)_ 3125 

Title 49 

Chapter I: 

Part 170_ 3118 

Title 50 

Chapter I: 

Part 33_ 3117 

Part 46-_ 3117 

Part 111. 3118 

Part 115...— 3118 

Part 122_ 3118 


to dispose of the excess cotton acreage 
within the 20-day period or to file within 
such period a written request with the 
county office for an extension of time to 
dispose of the excess acreage, any pro¬ 
ducer on the farm may file written appli¬ 
cation containing proper justification 
with the county office after expiration of 
the 20-day period requesting the State 
Committee to authorize the county office 
to grant a 10-day period for disposing of 
the excess cotton acreage. The State 
Committee shall grant such authoriza¬ 
tion only upon showing by a producer on 
the farm that due to circumstances be¬ 
yond their control producers on the farm 
were unable to take the necessary action 
within the 20-day period. No cotton 
acreage shall be disposed of for purposes 
°f adjusting the planted acreage of cot¬ 
ton to the farm acreage allotment after 
any cotton has been harvested from such 
Planted acreage. 

<d) Remeasurement. The county 
committee shall provide for the re- 
measurement of the acreage planted to 
cotton on the farm upon request there- 
ror by any producer on the farm and de¬ 
posit with the treasurer of the county 
committee of an amount equal to the 
estimated cost of such remeasurement 
within 20 days after the date the original 
notice of measured cotton acreage is 
mailed to the farm operator. Such de¬ 
posit shall not be returned to the pro- 
oncer if the planted acreage is found 


upon such remeasurement to be in ex¬ 
cess of the farm acreage allotment. If 
the remeasurement shows that the acre¬ 
age of cotton on the farm is in excess 
of the farm acreage allotment the 
county committee shall notify the farm 
operator by mail of the 1957 remeasured 
cotton acreage on the farm. The farm 
marketing excess for the farm shall be 
determined on the basis of the excess 
acreage and the normal yield for the 
farm unless it is determined as provided 
in paragraph (f) of this section that the 
acreage of cotton on the farm was ad¬ 
justed to the farm acreage allotment 
within 7 days after notice of the re¬ 
measured cotton acreage is mailed to the 
farm operator. The notice mailed to the 
farm operator shall include a statement 
of the basis for determining the farm 
marketing excess. 

(e) Insufficient cotton acreage dis¬ 
posed of initially. If measurement of 
the acreage disposed of is made as pro¬ 
vided in paragraph (f) of this section 
and such measurement shows that excess 
acreage still remains on the farm, the 
county committee shall notify the farm 
operator by mail of the 1957 measured 
cotton acreage on the farm. The farm 
marketing excess for the farm shall be 
determined on the basis of the excess 
acreage and the normal yield for the 
farm unless it is determined as provided 
in paragraph (f) of this section that the 
acreage of cotton on the farm was ad¬ 
justed to the farm acreage allotment 
within 7 days after notice of the meas¬ 
ured cotton acreage is mailed to the 
farm operator as provided in this para¬ 
graph. The notice mailed to the farm 
operator shall include a statement of the 
basis for determining the farm market¬ 
ing excess. 

(f) Measurement of acreage disposed 
of. If the excess cotton acreage on any 
farm is disposed of within the time al¬ 
lowed pursuant to this section and a pro¬ 
ducer on the farm requests that the 
acreage disposed of be measured and 
pays the estimated cost of measuring 
such acreage, the county committee shall 
provide for such measurement. Excess 
cotton acreage shall not be deemed to 
have been disposed of unless disposition 
thereof is determined as provided under 
this paragraph. 

(Sec. 375, 52 Stat. 66: 7 U. S. C. 1375. In¬ 
terprets or applies sec. 374, 52 Stat. 38. as 
amended. 7 U. S. C. 1374) 

Done at Washington, D. C.. tills 26th 
day of April 1957. Witness my hand and 
the seal of the Department of Agricul¬ 
ture. 

rsEAL] True D. Morse, 

Acting Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-3583; Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:51 a. m.) 


Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders), Department of Agriculture 

| Lime Order 4. Amdt. 11 
Part 1001— Limes Grown in Florida 

QUALITY AND SIZE REGULATION 

Findings. 1. Pursuant to the market¬ 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 


No. 101, as amended (7 CFR Part 1001; 
22 F. R. 2526), regulating the handling 
of limes grown in Florida, effective un¬ 
der the applicable provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.; 
68 Stat. 906, 1047), and upon the basis 
of the recommendations of the Florida 
Lime Administrative Committee, estab¬ 
lished under the aforesaid amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
limes, as hereinafter provided, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

2. It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
amendment until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion thereof in the Federal Register 
(60 Stat. 237; 5 U. S. C. 1001 et seq.) 
in that, as hereinafter set forth, the time 
intervening between the date when in¬ 
formation upon which this amendment is 
based became available and the time 
when this amendment must become ef¬ 
fective in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act is insufficient; a rea¬ 
sonable time is permitted, under the cir¬ 
cumstances, for preparation for such 
effective time; and good cause exists for 
making the provisions hereof effective 
not later than May 2, 1957. Shipments 
of designated varieties of Florida limes 
are currently regulated pursuant to Lime 
Order 3, as amended, and will be sub¬ 
ject, effective May 1, 1957, to the same 
regulation under Lime Order 4 (22 F. R. 
2873), and, unless sooner modified or 
terminated, will continue to be so regu¬ 
lated until May 1, 1958; determinations 
as to the need for, and extent of. contin¬ 
ued regulation of Florida lime shipments 
must await the development of the crop 
and the availability of information on 
the demand for such fruit; the recom¬ 
mendation and supporting information 
for regulation of lime shipments subse¬ 
quent to May 2, 1957, and in the manner 
herein provided, were promptly submit¬ 
ted to the Department after a meeting 
was held to consider recommendations 
for regulation, the provisions of this 
amendment are identical with the afore¬ 
said recommendation of the committee, 
and information concerning such provi¬ 
sions has been disseminated among han¬ 
dlers of Florida limes; it is necessary, 
in order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act, to make this amendment ef¬ 
fective during the period hereinafter set 
forth; and compliance with this amend¬ 
ment will not require any special prepa¬ 
ration on the part of the persons subject 
thereto which cannot be completed by 
the effective time hereof. 

It is, therefore , ordered. That the pro¬ 
visions in paragraph (b) of 5 1001.304 
(Lime Order 4; 22 F. R. 2873) are hereby 
amended, effective on and after May 2, 

1957, to read as follows: 

(b) Order . (1) During the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a. m.. e. s. t., May 2, 1957, 
and ending at 12:01 a. m., e. s. t.. May 1, 

1958, no handler shall handle: 

(i) Any limes, including the group 
known as true limes (also known as 
Mexican, West Indian, and Key limes and 
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by other synonyms) and the group known 
as large fruited or Persian limes (in¬ 
cluding Tahiti, Bearss, and similar vari¬ 
eties), grown in the State of Florida, 
except the area West of the Suwannee 
River, unless such limes grade at least 
U. S. No. 2 Mixed Color: Provided, That 
no requirement as to color shall be ap¬ 
plicable to any limes except those known 
as large fruited or Persian limes (includ¬ 
ing Tahiti, Bearss. and similar varieties). 

<ii > Any container of limes, grown in 
the State of Florida, except the area 
West of the Suwannee River, of the group 
known as large fruited or Persian limes 
(including Tahiti, Bearss, and similar 
varieties) which contains limes that do 
not measure at least 1% inches in diam¬ 
eter: Provided, That not to exceed 5 per¬ 
cent by count, of the limes in any 
container may be smaller than 1 3 A inches 
in diameter. 

(2) As used in this section ‘‘handler’* 
and “handle” shall have the same mean¬ 
ing as when used in said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order; the term 
“U. S. No. 2 Mixed Color” shall have the 
same meaning as when used in the 
United States Standards for Persian 
(Tahiti) Limes, as recodified (§51.1001 
of this title; 18 F. R. 7107); and “diam¬ 
eter” shall mean the greatest dimension 
measured at right angles to a line from 
stem to blossom end of fruit. 

(Sec. 5, 49 Stat. 753. as amended; 7 U. S. C. 
608c) 

Dated: April 30. 1957. 

[seal] S. R. Smith, 

Director , Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Service. 

(P. R. Doc. 57-3608; Piled. Apr. 30. 1957; 

2:00 p. m. | 


TITLE 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis* 
tration, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare 

Subchapter B—Food and Food Products 

Part 37 —Fish; Definitions and Stand¬ 
ards of Identity; Standards of Fill of 
Container 

order extending effective date on fill 
of container standards for canned 

TUNA FISH 

In the matter of adopting standards 
of fill of container for canned tuna fish. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, as amended; 
21 U. S. C. 341, 371), the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs, under authority dele¬ 
gated to him by the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare (20 F. R. 1996) 
caused to be published in the Federal 
Register of February 13. 1957 (22 F. R. 
892), an order fixing and establishing a 
definition and standard of identity and 
standards of fill of container for canned 
tuna fish. A period of 30 days was per¬ 
mitted for the filing of objections to the 
order, in accordance with the provisions 
of the statute (supra), and an order 
granting an extension of time for the 


filing of objections was subsequently pub¬ 
lished (22 F. R. 1429). 

A request having been received for an 
extension of the effective date for the 
standards of fill of container for canned 
tuna fish, in order to permit more effec¬ 
tive compliance with these standards, 
and such request appearing to be based 
on reasonable grounds: It is ordered , 
That the effective date for the standards 
of fill of container for canned tuna fish 
be extended to August 13, 1957. 

(Sec. 701, 52 Stat. 1055, as amended; 21 
U.S. C. 371) 

Dated: April 25, 1957. 

[seal! Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

|P. R. Doc. 57-3542; Plied, May 1, 1957; 

8:45 a. m.J 


Part 120— Tolerances and Exemptions 

From Tolerances for Pesticide Chem¬ 
icals in or on Raw Agricultural 

Commodities 

TOLERANCE FOR RESIDUES OF SODIUM 
DIMETHYLDITHIOCARBAMATE 

A petition was filed with the Food and 
Drug Administration requesting the es¬ 
tablishment of a tolerance for residues 
of sodium dimethyldithiocarbamate in 
or on melons. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has cer¬ 
tified that this pesticide chemical is use¬ 
ful for the purposes for which a tolerance 
is being established. 

After consideration of the data sub¬ 
mitted in the petition and other relevant 
material which show that the tolerance 
established in this order will protect the 
public health, and by virtue of the au¬ 
thority vested in the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare by the Federal 
Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 408 
(d) (2). 68 Stat. 512; 21 U. S. C. 346a (d) 
(2)) and delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs by the Secretary (21 
CFR 120.7 (g)), the regulations for tol¬ 
erances for pesticide chemicals in or on 
raw agricultural commodities (21 CFR 
Part 120; 21 CFR, 1956 Supp., 120.3 (e) ; 
22 F. R. 348) are amended as indicated 
below: 

1. In § 120.3 Tolerances for related 
vesticide chemicals, paragraph (e) (3) 
is amended by inserting therein, after 
the term “Maneb”, the term “Sodium di¬ 
methyldithiocarbamate.” 

2. Part 120 is amended by adding the 
following new section: 

§ 120.152 Tolerance for residues of 
sodium dimethyldithiocarbamate. A 
tolerance of 25 parts per million is es¬ 
tablished for residues of sodium dimeth¬ 
yldithiocarbamate, calculated as zinc 
ethylenebisdithiocarbamate. in or on 
melons. 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may, at 
any time prior to the thirtieth day from 
the effective date thereof, file with the 
Hearing Clerk, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. Room 5440, 330 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington 
25. D. C., written objections thereto. Ob¬ 


jections shall show wherein the person 
filing will be adversely affected by this 
order, specify with particularity the pro¬ 
visions of the order deemed objection¬ 
able and reasonable grounds for the ob¬ 
jections, and request a public hearing 
upon the objections. Objections may be 
accompanied by a memorandum or brief 
in support thereof. All documents shall 
be filed in quintuplicate. 

Effective date. This order shall be ef¬ 
fective upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

(Sec. 701, 52 Stat. 1055. as amended; 21 
U. S. C. 371. Interpret or apply sec. 408 68 
Stat. 511; 21 U. S. C. 346a) 

Dated: April 26,1957. 

Lseal] Geo. P. Larrick. 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-3586; Piled, May 1, 1957; 

8:52 a. m.j 


Subchapter C—Drugs 

Part 146a— Certification of Penicillin 
and Penicillin-Containing Drugs 

Part 146b— Certification of Streptomy¬ 
cin (or Dihydrostreptomycin) and 
Streptomycin- (or Dihydrostrepto¬ 
mycin-) Containing Drugs 

Part 146c— Certification of Chlortet- 

RACYCLINE (OR TETRACYCLINE) AND 

Chlortetracycline- (or Tetracy¬ 
cline-) Containing Drugs 

Part 146d— Certification of Chloram¬ 
phenicol and Chloramphenicol-Con¬ 
taining Drugs 

Part 146e— Certification of Bacitracin 
and Bacitracin-Containing Drugs 

sample requirements; changes in cer¬ 
tification fees 

Under the authority vested in the Sec¬ 
retary of Health, Education, and Welfare 
by the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 507 (b) (5). 59 Stat. 463, as 
amended; 21 U. S. C. 357 (b) (5)), the 
regulations for the certification of anti¬ 
biotic and antibiotic-containing drugs 
(21 CFR and 21 CFR 1956 Supp.. Parts 
146a, 146b, 146c, 146d, 146e) are amend¬ 
ed as indicated below : 

1. In § 146a.24 Sodium penicillin 
• * •, paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
deleting the word “and” at the end of 
the subparagraph and adding the fol¬ 
lowing: “$10.00 for all containers sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph (d) 
(3) (ii) of this section.” 

2. In § 146a.25 Penicillin in oil and wax 
1 * *, paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
deleting the word “and” at the end of the 
subparagraph and adding the following: 
“$10.00 for all containers submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) (3) <i> 

( b) of this section: $10.00 for all con¬ 
tainers submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (ii) (b) of this 
section.” 

3. Section 146a.27 Penicillin tablets is 
amended in the following respects: 

a. In paragraph (d> (3) (i), the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph ce) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75”. 
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4. Section 146a.30 Penicillin troches is 
amended in the following respects: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (i), the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to 4 ‘30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75”. 

5. Section 146a.31 is amended in the 

following respects: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) <i), “20” is 
changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75” 

6. Section 146a.32 Penicillin with vaso¬ 
constrictor • • • is amended in the fol¬ 
lowing respects: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) fi) (a), the 
number ‘^O” is changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00 for 
each tablet” is changed to read “$0.75 
for each tablet”. 

7. Section 146a.34 is amended in the 
following respects: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (i), the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75”. 

8. In § 146a.35 Penicillin sulfonamide 
powder, paragraph (e> (1) is amended 
by changing the period at the end of the 
subparagraph to a semicolon and adding 
the following: “10.00 for all containers 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
<d) (3) (i) (6) of this section; $10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (3) (ii) (b) 
of this section.” 

9. Section 146a.36 Penicillin vaginal 
suppositories is amended in the following 

respects: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (i), the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75”. 

10. Section 146a.38 Capsules buffered 
penicillin with pectin hydrolysate is 
amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) <i), the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.50” is 
changed to “$0.75”. 

11. Section 146a.39 Capsules procaine 
penicillin in oil is amended in the follow¬ 
ing respects: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (i), the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75”. 

t | 2 - Section 146a .40 Penicillin bougies 
* is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) <i), the num¬ 
ber *20' is changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75”. 

13. In § 146a.41 Crystalline penicillin 
epinephrine in oil, paragraph (e) (1) 

♦ ? ende< * by deleting the word “and” 
at the end of the subparagraph and add¬ 
ing the following: “$10.00 for all con¬ 
tainers submitted in accordance with 
Paragraph <d) (3) (i) <b) of this sec¬ 
tion; $10.00 for all containers submitted 
in accordance with paragraph (d) (3) 
(b) of this section.” 

14. in § I46a.42 Aluminum penicillin, 
f ara £ ra Ph <e) (1) is amended by delet- 
nig the word “and” at the end of the sub- 
P^ragraph and adding the following: 

*10.00 for all containers submitted in 

accordance with paragraph (d) (2) (ii) 
01 this section.” 


15. In § 146a.43 Aluminum penicillin 
in oil, paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
deleting the word “and” at the end of the 
subparagraph and adding the following: 
“$10.00 for all containers submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) 
(b) of this section; $10.00 for all con¬ 
tainers submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (ii) (b) of this sec¬ 
tion.” 

16. In § 146a.44 Procaine penicil¬ 
lin 1 • *, paragraph (e) (1) is amended 
by deleting the word “and” at the end of 
the subparagraph and adding the follow¬ 
ing: “$10.00 for all containers submitted 
in accordance with paragraph (d) (2) 
(ii) of this section.” 

17. In § 146a.45 Procaine penicillin in 
oil, paragraph (e) (1) is amended by de¬ 
leting the word “and” at the end of the 
subparagraph and adding the following: 
“$10.00 for all containers submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) 
(b) of this section; $10.00 for all con¬ 
tainers submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d> (3) (ii) (b) of this sec¬ 
tion.” 

18. In § 146a.47 Procaine penicillin for 
aqueous injection, paragraph (e) is 
amended by deleting the semicolon and 
the word “and” at the end of subpara¬ 
graph (1), substituting a period there¬ 
for, renumbering subparagraph (2) as 
(3). and inserting a new subparagraph 
(2), reading as follows: 

(2) $10.00 for all containers submitted 
in accordance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) 
(b) and (4) (ii) of this section. 

19. In § 146a.48 Ephedrine penicillin, 
paragraph (e) (i) is amended by deleting 
the word “and” at the end of the sub- 
paragraph and adding the following: 
“$10.00 for all containers submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) (2) (ii) 
of this section.” 

20. Section 146a.49 Ephedrine penicil¬ 
lin tablets is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (i), the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75.” 

21. In § 146a.50 Procaine penicillin and 
buffered crystalline penicillin for aqueous 
injection, paragraph (e) is amended to 
read as follows: • 

(e) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted 
under the regulations in this section shall 
be: 

(1) $5.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the samples submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with § 146a.47 (d) (3) (i) (a) 
and (4) (i). 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of buffered crystalline penicillin sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of paragraph <d) of this section. 

22. In § 146a.52 Procaine penicillin 
and crystalline penicillin in oil, para¬ 
graph (b) is amended to read as follows: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted 
in accordance with the requirements of 
this section shall be: 

.(1) $5.00 for'each immediate container 
in the sample submitted in accordance 
with 5 146a.45 (d) (3) (i) (a). ‘ 


(2) $4.00 for each 60-milligram pack¬ 
age of crystalline penicillin submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (a) (3) of 
this section. 

23. In § 146a.53 Capsules penicillin and 
novobiocin, paragraph (b) is amended 
as follows: 

a. In paragraph (b) (2). the second 
sentence is changed to read: “He shall 
also submit in connection with his re¬ 
quest (unless previously submitted) a 
sample consisting of 10 packages, each 
containing approximately equal portions 
of net less than 300 milligrams of the 
novobiocin used in making the batch.” 

b. Paragraph (b) (3) is changed to 
read as follows: 

(3) The fees for the services rendered 
in accordance with the requirements of 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph 
shall be: 

(1) $1.00 for each capsule submitted. 

(ii) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of novobiocin submitted. 

24. Section 146a.54 Penicillin-strepto - 
mycin ointment is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (c), the words “5 
packages” l of streptomycin or dihydro¬ 
streptomycin 1 are changed to read “6 
packages”. 

b. Paragraph (d) is changed to read: 

<d) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (c) of this 
section shall be: 

< 1) $5.00 for each immediate container 
of penicillin. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of streptomycin or dihydrostreptomycin. 

25. Section 146a.55 Penicillin-strepto¬ 
mycin bougies • • • is amended as 
follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (3), the words “a 
sample consisting of not less than 30 
bougies and” are deleted, and the words 
“5 packages” are changed to read “6 
packages.” 

b. Paragraph (b) is changed to read 
as follows: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
in accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (a) (3) of this section shall 
be: 

(1) $1.00 for each bougie submitted. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of streptomycin or dihydrostreptomycin. 

26. In § 146a.56 Penicillin bacitracin 
ointment, paragraph (b) is amended to 
read as follows: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
in accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (a) (4) of this section shall 
be: 

(1) $5.00 for each immediate container 
of ointment submitted. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of bacitracin submitted. 

27. Section 146a.57 Procaine penicillin 
and streptomycin in oil • • • is amend¬ 
ed as follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (4), the words “5 
packages” are changed to read “6 pack¬ 
ages”. 

b. Paragraph (b) is changed to read as 
follows: 
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(b) The fees for the services rendered 
in accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (a) (4) of this section shall 
be: 

< 1) $5.00 for each immediate container 
of the procaine penicillin and strepto¬ 
mycin or dihydrostreptomycin in oil 
submitted. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of streptomycin or dihydrostreptomycin 
used in making the batch. 

28. Section 146a.58 Penicillin and 
streptomycin • • * is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph <d> (3) (v), the words 
“3 packages” are changed to read “6 
packages”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “(d) (3) (i) 
<’a>, iii” is changed to “(d) (3) (iii)”; 
the word “and” at the end of the sub- 
paragraph is deleted: and the following 
clauses are added after the semicolon: 
*‘$5.00 for each immediate container sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph (d) 
<3) (i) (a) and (4) (i) of this section; 
$10.00 for all immediate containers sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph (d) 
(3) (i) (b) of this section; $10.00 for all 
immediate containers submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (d) (4) (ii) of 
this section.** 

29. Section 146a.60 Penicillin-bacitra¬ 
cin troches is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (3), the words 
“a sample co^isisting of not less than 30 
troches of such batch and” are deleted. 

b. Paragraph (b) is changed to read as 
follows: 

<b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (a) (3) of 
this section shall be: 

(1) $1.00 for each troche submitted. 

<2> $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of bacitracin submitted. 

30. Section 146a.63 Crystalline penicil¬ 
lin and bacitracin is amended by chang¬ 
ing paragraph (e) (1) to read as follows: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (ii), (iii), and (iv) 
of this section: $5.00 for each immediate 
container submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (i) (a) and (4) (i) 
of this section; $10.00 for all containers 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
<d> (3) (i) (b) of this section; $10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (4) (ii) of this 
section. 

31. In § 146a.64 l-Ephenamine penicil¬ 
lin G • • •, paragraph (e) (1) is 

amended by deleting the word “and” at 
the end of the subparagraph and adding 
the following: “$10.00 for all containers 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d) (2) (ii) of this section.’* 

32. In § 146a.65 l-Ephenamine peni¬ 
cillin G in oil, paragraph (e) (1) is 
amended by deleting the word “and” 
at the end of the subparagraph and 
adding the following thereto: “$10.00 for 
all containers submitted in accordance 
with paragraph (d) (3) (i) (b) of this 
section; $10.00 for all containers sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d> (3) (ii) (b) of this section.” 

33. In § 146a.66 l-Ephenamine peni¬ 
cillin G for aqueous injection, para¬ 
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graph (e) (1) is amended by deleting 
the word “and” at the end of the sub- 
paragraph and adding the following 
thereto: “$10.00 for all containers sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d) (3) (i) (b) of this section; $10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (4) (ii) of this 
section.” 

34. Section 146a 67 Procaine penicillin- 
streptomycin sulfate solution • • • is 
amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (iii), the 
figure “3” is changed to “6”. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is amended to 
read as follows: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the samples submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (d) (3) (ii), 
(iii), and (iv> of this section; $5.00 for 
each immediate container submitted in 
accordance with paragraph <d) (3) (i) 
(a) and (4) (i) of this section; $10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) (b) of 
this section; $10.00 for all containers 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d) (4) (ii) of this section. 

35. In § 146a.68 Benzathine penicillin 
G • • *, paragraph (e) (1) is amended 
by replacing the period at the end of the 
subparagraph with a semicolon and add¬ 
ing the following thereto: “$10.00 for all 
containers submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (2) (ii) of this section.” 

36. In § 146a.70 Penicillin-bacitracin 
ointment • • *, paragraph (b) is 
amended to read as follows: 

(b) The fee§ for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted 
in accordance with paragraph (a) (3) of 
this section shall be: 

(1) $6.00 for each immediate container 
of ointment submitted. 

< 2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of bacitracin submitted. 

37. Section 146a.71 Penicillin-strepto¬ 
mycin dental cones ♦ • • is amended as 
follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (4), the second 
sentence is changed to read: “He shall 
also submit in connection with his re¬ 
quest (unless previously submitted) a 
sample consisting of 6 packages contain¬ 
ing approximately equal portions of not 
less than 0.5 gram each of the strepto¬ 
mycin or dihydrostreptomycin used in 
making the batch, packaged in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of $ 146b. 101b 
of this chapter.** 

b. Paragraph (b) is amended to read 
as follows: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (a) (4) of 
this section shall be: 

(1) $1.00 for each dental cone 
submitted. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the sample of streptomycin or 
dihydrostreptomycin submitted. 

38. In § 146a.74 Diethylaminoethyl 
ester penicillin G hydriodide • • *, 
paragraph (e) (1) is amended by re¬ 
placing the period at the end of the sub- 
paragraph with a semicolon and adding 
the following: “$10.00 for all containers 


submitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d> (2) (ii) of this section.” 

39. In § 146a.75 Diethylaminoethyl 
ester pencillin G hydriodide for aqueous 
injection • • *, paragraph (e) (1) is 
amended by replacing the period at the 
end of the subparagraph with a semi¬ 
colon and adding the following: “$10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) (b) 
of this section: $10.00 for all containers 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 

(d) (4) (ii) of this section.” 

40. In § 146a.77 Benzathine penicillin 
for aqueous injection, paragraph (e) (1) 
is amended by replacing the period at 
the end of the subparagraph with a 
semicolon and adding the following: 
“$10.00 for all containers submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) 
(b) and (4) (ii) of this section.” 

41. In 5 146a.78 Benzathine penicillin 
G and buffered crystalline penicillin for 
aqueous injection , paragraph (b) is 
amended to read as follows: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (a) (3) of this section shall 
be: 

(1) $5.00 for each immediate container 
of the sample submitted in accordance 
with § 146a.77 (d) (4). 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of buffered crystalline penicillin 
submitted. 

42. In § 146a.79 Chloroprocaine peni¬ 
cillin O ♦ • •, paragraph (e) (1) is 
amended by replacing the period at the 
end of the subparagraph with a semi¬ 
colon and adding the following: “$10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (2) (i) of this 
section.** 

43. In § 146a.80 Chloroprocaine peni¬ 
cillin O for aqueous injection, paragraph 

(e) (1) is amended by replacing the 
period at the end of the subparagraph 
with a semicolon and adding the follow¬ 
ing: *‘$10.00 for all containers submitted 
in accordance with paragraph (d> (3) 
(i) (b) and (4) (ii) of this section.” 

44. Section 146a.81 Penicillin-strepto¬ 
mycin vaginal suppositories • • • is 
amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (3), second sen¬ 
tence, the words “a sample consisting of 
not less than 30 suppositories and” are 
deleted and the figure “5” is changed to 
“ 6 ”. 

b. Paragraph (b) is amended to read 
as follows: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (a) (3) of 
this section shall be: 

(1) $1.00 for each suppository sub¬ 
mitted. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of streptomycin or dihydrostrep¬ 
tomycin submitted. 

45. In § 146a.82 Penicillin-bacitracin 

dental paste, paragraph (e) 15 

amended to read as follows: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (ii) (a), (iii) (fl) * 
(iv) (a), and (v) of this section; $6 00 
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for each immediate container submitted 
in accordance with paragraph (d) (3) 

(i) (a) of this section; $4.00 for each 
immediate container submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (d) <3) (ii) 

(а) of this section; $10.00 for all con¬ 
tainers submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (i) ( b ), (ii) (b), (iii) 

(б) , and (iv) <b) of this section. 

46. Section 146a.84 Penicillin and di¬ 
hydrostreptomycin-streptomycin sul¬ 
fates * • • is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (vi), the fig¬ 
ure “3'' is changed to “6”. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is changed to 
read as follows: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate container 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d) (3> (ii), (iii), (iv), (v), (vi). and 
(vii) of this section: $6.00 for each im¬ 
mediate container submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) (a) and 
(4) (i) of this section; $10.00 for all 
containers submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (i) (b) of this sec¬ 
tion; $10.00 for all containers submitted 
in accordance with paragraph (d) (4) 

(ii) of this section. 

47. In § 146a.85 Benzathine-procaine- 
buffered crystalline penicillins for aque¬ 
ous injection, paragraph (e) is amended 
to read as follows: 

(e) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) of this 
section shall be: 

(1) $6.00 for each immediate container 
of the batch submitted in accordance 
with § 146a.47 (d) (3) (i) (a) and (4) 
(i). 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of benzathine penicillin G submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) of this 

section. 

48. In § 146a.86 Benzathine penicillin 
G and procaine penicillin for aqueous 
injection, paragraph (e) is amended to 
read as follows: 

<e) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted 
in accordance with the regulations in this 
section shall be: 

<1) $5.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the sample submitted as re¬ 
quired by § 146a.77 (d) ( 4 ) (i). 

( 2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the sample of procaine penicil- 
ln submitted in accordance with para¬ 
graph (d) of this section. 

49. in § 146a.87 PenicUlin-bacitracin- 
neomycin ointment, paragraph (d) is 
amended to read as follows: 

.fjf* Tbe fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
wcordanee with paragraph (c) of this 

action shall be: 

(1) $6.00 for each immediate con- 
^iner in the batch. 

* 4 00 * or each immediate con- 

the batch ^ neomycin use ^ in makin £ 

50. Section 146a.88 Penicillin-strepto- 
nycin tablets • • • is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

a- Paragraph (a) (3) is amended by 
feting from the second sentence the 


words "a sample consisting of not less 
than 30 tablets and”. 

b. Paragraph (b) is amended to read 
as follows: 

(b) The fees for the services rend¬ 
ered with respect to the samples sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with the regula¬ 
tions in this section shall be: 

(1) $1.00 for each tablet submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
§ 146a.27 (d> (3) (i). 

(2) $10.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the sample of streptomycin or 
dihydrostreptomycin submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (a) (3) of this 
section. 

51. In § 146a.89 Penicillin-streptomy- 
cin-neomycin in oil • • • , paragraph 
(d) is amended to read as follows: 

(d) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (c) of this 
section shall be: 

(1) $6.00 for each immediate container 
of the batch. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of the neomycin used in making the 
batch. 

52. In § 146a.90 Procaine penicillin and 
benzathine penicillin G in streptomycin 
sulfate solution * • ♦ , paragraph (d) 
is amended to read as follows: 

(d) The fees for the services renedered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the regulations in this 
section shall be: 

(1) $6.00 for each immediate container 
of the batch submitted in accordance 
with § 146a.67 (d) (3) (i) (a) or (4) (i). 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of benzathine penicillin G submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (c) of this 
section. 

53. Section 146a.91 Benzathine peni¬ 
cillin G and streptomycin * * • is 
amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (c), the figure “3” in 
the second sentence is changed to “6”. 

b. Paragraph (d) is amended to read: 

(d) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (c) of this 
section shall be: 

(1) $5.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the batch. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of streptomycin or dihydrostrep¬ 
tomycin used in making the batch. 

54. In § 146a.92 Tablets benzathine 
penicillin G and crystalline penicillin, 
paragraph (d) is changed to read as 
follows: 

(d) The fee for the services rendered 
with respect to the sample submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of this 
section shall be $1.00 for each tablet. 

55. In 5 146a.93 Penicillin-streptomy¬ 
cin powder, paragraph (d) is amended 
by changing “$4.00” to “$5.00”. 

56. In § 146a.94 Dibenzylamine peni¬ 
cillin * • *, paragraph (e) (1) is 

amended by changing the period at the 
end of the subparagraph to a semicolon 
and adding the following: “$10.00 for all 
containers in the sample submitted in 
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accordance with paragraph (d) (2) (ii) 
of this section.” 

57. In § 146a.95 Dibenzylamine peni¬ 
cillin and potassium penicillin powder, 
buffered, paragraph (e) (1) is amended 
to read as follows: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the samples submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (d) (3) (ii), 

(iii), and (iv) of this section: $5.00 for 
each immediate container in the sample 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d) (3) (i) of this section. 

58. Section 146a.101 Benzathine peni¬ 
cillin G and procaine penicillin G in oil 
is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (4) the second 
sentence is changed to read: “He shall 
also submit in connection with his re¬ 
quest a sample consisting of not less than 
4 packages of the batch and (unless pre¬ 
viously submitted) samples of the benza¬ 
thine penicillin G used in making the 
batch, as follows: 

(i) For all tests except sterility: 10 
packages, each containing approximately 
equal portions of 300 milligrams. 

(ii) For sterility testing: 10 packages, 
each containing approximately equal 
portions of 300 milligrams.” 

b. Paragraph (b) is changed to read: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of this 
section shall be: 

(1) $5.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the batch submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (a) (4) of this 
section. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of benzathine penicillin G sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph (a) 
(4) (i) of this section. 

(3) $10.00 for all containers of samples 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
(a) (4) (ii) of this section. 

59. In § 146a.102 Benzathine penicillin 
G-procaine penicillin G-streptomycin in 
oil • • •. paragraph (b) is changed to 
read as follows: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (a) (3) of 
this section shall be: 

(1) $6.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the batch. 

(2) $10.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the streptomycin or dihydro¬ 
streptomycin used in making the batch. 

(3) $10.00 for all containers in the 
samples submitted for sterility testing. 

60. Section 146a. 106 Tablets benzathine 
penicillin G and penicillin V is amended 
as follows: 

a. In paragraph (c) the words “a 
sample consisting of not less than 30 
tablets of the batch and” are deleted 
from the second sentence. 

b. Paragraph (d) is amended to read: 

(d) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (c) of this section shall be: 

(1) $1.00 for each tablet. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the penicillin V used in making 
the batch. 
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61. Section 146a.l08 Procaine penicil¬ 
lin-streptomycin-polymyxin in oil is 
amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (c) the figure “6" in 
the second sentence is changed to “7”. 

b. Paragraph (d) is amended to read: 

(d) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (c) of this section shall be: 

<1) $6.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the batch. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the polymyxin used in making 
the batch. 

62. In § 146a.Ill Procaine-penicillin- 
neomycin-polymyxin in oil • • •, para¬ 
graph (b) (3) is amended to read: 

(3) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph shall 
be: 

(i) $6.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the batch. 

(ii) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the samples of neomycin and 
polymyxin used in making the batch. 

63. Section 146a.112 Crystalline peni¬ 
cillin-streptomycin polymyxin-oxytetra- 
cydine-carbomycin powder veterinary 
• * • is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (iii) the 

figure “5” is changed to “6”. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is changed to 
read: 

(1) $6.00 for each immediate container 
in the samples submitted in accordance 
with paragraph (d) (3) (i) of this sec¬ 
tion; $4.00 for each immediate container 
in the samples submitted in accordance 
with paragraph (d) (3) (ii), (iii), (iv), 
(v), (vi), and (vii) of this section. 

64. In § 146b. 101 Streptomycin sul¬ 
fate • * *, paragraph (e) (1) is amended 
to read: 

(1) $10.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the samples submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (d) (2) (i). (3) 
(i), and (4) of this section; $10.00 for all 
samples submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (2) (ii) and (3) (i) of this 
section. 

65. Section 146b.104 Streptomycin tab¬ 
lets * * • is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (i) the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to ”30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), ”$1.00” is 
changed to ”$0.75”. 

66. In § 146b. 105 Streptomycin for top¬ 
ical use ■ • • \ paragraph (e> (1) is 
amended by deleting the context after 
the first semicolon and changing the re¬ 
mainder of the subparagraph to read as 
follows: ”$4.00 for each package in the 
sample submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) of this section; $10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (2) (ii) of this 
section.” 

67. Section 146b. 106 Streptomycin sul¬ 
fate solution * • • is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (iii), the fig¬ 
ure ”2” is changed to ”3”. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
deleting the word “and” at the end of the 


subparagraph and adding the follow¬ 
ing: ”$10.00 for all containers submitted 
in accordance with paragraph (d) (3) 

(i) (b) of this section; $10.00 for all con¬ 
tainers submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (ii) (5) of this sec¬ 
tion.” 

68. In $ 146b.l07 Streptomycin-poly¬ 
myxin-bacitracin tablets, paragraph (e) 
(1) is amended to read : 

(1) $1.00 for each tablet in the sample 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d) (3) (i) of this section; $4.00 for each 
immediate container in the samples sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph (d) 
(3) (iii), (iv), and (v) of this section; 
$10.00 for each immediate container in 
the sample submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (ii) of this section. 

69. Section 146b. 109 Streptomycin- 
bacitracin-polymyxin gauze pads , is 
amended as follows: 

a. Paragraph (d) (3) (ii) is amended 
by changing the figure ”5” to ”6”. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
deleting the word “and” at the end of 
the subparagraph and adding thereto 
the following: ”$10.00 for all containers 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 

(d) (3) (i) (b) of this section.” 

70. Section 146b.113 Dihydrostrepto¬ 
mycin-streptomycin sulfates is amended 
as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (ii) the figure 
”2” is changed to ”3”. 

b. In paragraph (d) (3) (iii) ”1 pack¬ 
age” is changed to ”3 packages.” 

c. Paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
deleting the word “and” at the end of 
the subparagraph and adding thereto the 
following: ”$10.00 for all containers sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph (d) 
(3) (i) (b) and (4) (ii) of this section.” 

71. In § 146b. 114 Streptomycin sulfate 
veterinary * • ♦, paragraph <d) (2) is 
amended by changing the figure “5” to 
” 6 ”. 

72. In § 146b.ll5 Streptomycin sulfate 
powder oral veterinary * ♦ *, paragraph 
<d> (3) (ii> is amended by changing the 
figure ”5” to ”6”. 

73. In § 146b.116 Streptomyclidene 
isonicotinyl hydrazine sulfate, paragraph 

(e) (1) is amended by changing the pe¬ 
riod at the end of the subparagraph to a 
semicolon and adding thereto the follow¬ 
ing: ”$10.00 for all containers submitted 
in accordance with paragraph (d) (2) 

(ii) and (3) (ii) of this section.” 

74. In § 146b.ll8 Streptomycin-peni- 
cillin-sulfonamide with kaolin and pec¬ 
tin • • •, paragraph (e) (1) is amended 
to read: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate container 
in the samples submitted in accordance 
with paragraph (d) (3) (iii) and (iv) of 
this section; $5.00 for each immediate 
container in the sample submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) of 
this section; $10.00 for each immediate 
container submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (ii) of this section. 

75. Section 146b.121 Streptomycin- 
erythromycin ointment is amended as 
follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (ii). the fig¬ 
ure “5” is changed to ”6”. 


b. Paragraph (e) (l) is amended by 
changing the period at the end of tne 
subparagraph to a semicolon and adding 
thereto: ”$5.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (i) of this section/' 

76. Section 146b.122 Streptomycin- 
chlortetracycline-chloramphenicol-baci- 
tracin dental cement is amended as 
follows: 

a. Paragraph (d) (3) (ii) is amended 
by changing the figure “5” to ”6". 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is amended to 
read: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate container 
in the samples submitted in accordance 
with paragraph (d) (3) (ii), (iii), (iv), 
(v). and (vi) of this section; $6.00 for 
each immediate container submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) 
of this section. 

77. Section 146b.124 Streptomycin - 
polymyxin-neomycin ointment • * • is 
amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (iii), the fig¬ 
ure ”5” is changed to ”6”. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is amended to 
read: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate container 
in the samples submitted in accordance 
with paragraph (d) (3) (ii), (iii), (iv), 
and (v) of this section; $6.00 for each 
immediate container submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) of 
this section. 

78. In $ 146b.l26 Streptomycin-neo¬ 
mycin powder • • •, paragraph (e) (1) 
is amended to read as follows: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate container 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d) (3) (iii) and (iv) of this section; 
$5.00 for each immediate container sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d) (3) (i) of this section; $10.00 for 
each immediate container submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) (3) (ii) 
of this section. 

79. In 5 146c.201 Chlortetracycline hy¬ 
drochloride • * •, paragraph (e) (1) is 
amended by deleting the period at the 
end of the subparagraph and adding 
thereto: ”$10.00 for all containers sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph (d) 
(2) (ii) and (3) (ii) of this section.” 

80. Section 146c.203 Chlortetracycline 
troches • • • is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (2) (ii) the num¬ 
ber ”20” is changed to ”30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), ”$1.00” is 
changed to ”$0.75”. 

81. Section 146c.204 Chlortetracycline 
hydrochloride capsules • * • is amend¬ 
ed as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) <i), the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to ”30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75”. 

82. In § 146c.206 Chlortetracycline 
ophthalmic • • •, paragraph (e) (1) i s 
amended by deleting the period at the 
end of the subparagraph and adding the 
following: “; $10.00 for all containers 
submitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d) (2) (i) (b) of this section.” 

83. Section 146c.2U Chlortetracycline 
surgical powder • • • is amended as 
follows: 
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a. Paragraph (d) (3) (i) and (ii) are 
changed to read as follows: 

(1) The batch: 

(a) For all tests except sterility: one 
immediate container for each 5,000 im¬ 
mediate containers in the batch, but in 
no case less than 5 immediate containers 
or more than 12 immediate containers, 
collected by taking single immediate 
containers at such intervals throughout 
the entire time of packaging the batch 
that the quantities packaged during the 
intervals are approximately equal. 

ib> For sterility testing: 10 immediate 
containers. 

(ii) The chlortetracycline or tetra¬ 
cycline hydrochloride used in making the 

batch. 

(a) For all tests except sterility: 10 
packages each containing approximately 
equal portions of not less than 60 milli¬ 
grams, packaged in accordance with the 
requirements of § 146c.201 (b). 

<b) For sterility testing: 10 immediate 
containers. 

Such samples shall be collected by taking 
single immediate containers at such 
intervals throughout the entire time of 
packaging the batch that the quantities 
packaged during the intervals are ap¬ 
proximately equal. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
deleting the period at the end of the sub- 
paragraph and adding the following: 
“; $10.00 for all containers submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) 
(b) and (ii) (5) of this section.” 

84. Section 146C.212 Chlortetracycline 
suppositories * • * is amended as 
follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (i), the num¬ 
ber “20" is changed to "30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), ‘‘$1.00" is 

changed to "$0.75”. 

85. Section 146c.213 Chlortetracycline 
gauze packing ♦ • * is amended as 

follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (ii), the 

figure "5” is changed to "10”. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
replacing the period at the end of the 
subparagraph with a semicolon and 
adding the following: "$10.00 for all con¬ 
tainers submitted in accordance with 
Paragraph (d) (3) (i) (b) of this 
section." 

86. Section 146c.214 Chlortetracycline 
dressing * * • is amended as follows: 

a. in paragraph (d) (3) (ii), the 

figure "5” is changed to "10”. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
replacing the period at the end of the 
subparagraph with a semicolon and add- 
Jjig the following: "$10.00 for all imme¬ 
diate containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) <b) of 
this section.” 

87. in § 146C.221 Tetracycline Jor in¬ 
tramuscular use, paragraph (e) (1) is 
amended by replacing the period at the 

of the subparagraph with a semi¬ 
colon and adding the following: "$10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) (b) 
and (4) (ii) 0 f this section.” 

88. Section 146c.223 Chlortetracycline- 
** om ycin-streptomycin-penicillin oint- 

is amended as follows: 
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a. In paragraph (c) (2>, the figure 
"5” is changed to “6”. 

b. Paragraph (d) is changed to read: 

(d) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (c) of this section shall be: 

(1) $6.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the batch. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of neomycin, streptomycin, or 
dihydrostreptomycin, and penicillin. 

89. Section 146c.224 Tetracycline hy¬ 
drochloride-nystatin capsules • • • is 
amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (c) the words "a 
sample consisting of not less than 30 
capsules and” are deleted. 

b. Paragraph (d) is changed to read 
as follows: 

(d) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (c) of this section shall be: 

(1) $1.00 for each capsule. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of nystatin. 

90. Section 146c.227 Chlortetracycline 
spray dressing • • • is amended as 
follows: 

a. In paragraph (d> (3) (ii), the fig¬ 
ure "5” is changed to "10”. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
changing "$5.00” to "$6.00”, replacing 
the period at the end of the subpara¬ 
graph with a semicolon, and adding the 
following: "$10.00 for all containers sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with paragraph 
(d) (3) (i) (b) of this section.” 

91. In § 146c.228 Tetracycline hydro¬ 
chloride-neomycin tablets, paragraph 
(d) is amended to read: 

(d) The fees for the services with re¬ 
spect to the samples submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of this 
section shall be: 

(1) $5.00 for each tablet submitted. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of neomycin submitted. 

92. In § 146c.229 Tetracycline-nystatin 
oral suspension, paragraph (d) is amend¬ 
ed by changing “$4.00” to "$5.00". 

93. Section 146c.231 Capsules tetracy¬ 
cline and oleandomycin phosphate is 
amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (4), the words "a 
sample consisting of not less than 30 
capsules and” are deleted from the sec¬ 
ond sentence. 

b. Paragraph (b) is changed to read 
as follows: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (a) <4) of this section shall 
be: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of oleandomycin. 

(2) $1.00 for each capsule. 

94. In § 146c.233 Tetracycline-olean¬ 
domycin phosphate for oral suspension , 
paragraph (f) is changed to read: 

<f) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (e) of this section shall be: 
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(1) $6.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the batch. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the oleandomycin used in mak¬ 
ing the batch. 

95. Section 146c.234 Capsules tetracy¬ 
cline hydrochloride and novobiocin is 
amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d), the words "a 
sample consisting of not less than 30 
capsules and” are deleted from the sec¬ 
ond sentence. 

b. Paragraph (e) is changed to read: 

(e) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (d) of this section shall be: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of novobiocin. 

(2) $1.00 for each capsule submitted. 

96. Section 146d.301 Chloramphenicol 
is amended as follows: 

a. Paragraph (d) (2) and (3) are 
changed to read: 

(2) If such batch is packaged for dis¬ 
pensing, such person shall submit with 
his request an accurately representative 
sample of the batch, consisting of the 
following: 

(i) For all tests except sterility ; 1 im¬ 
mediate container for each 5,000 immedi¬ 
ate containers in such batch, but in no 
case less than 8 or more than 15 immedi¬ 
ate containers. 

(ii) For sterility testing; 10 immediate 
containers. 

Such sample shall be collected by taking 
single immediate containers at such in¬ 
tervals throughout the entire time of 
packaging the batch that the quantities 
packaged during the intervals are ap¬ 
proximately equal. 

(3) If such batch is packaged for 
repacking or for use as an ingredient in 
the manufacture of another drug, such 
person shall submit with his request an 
accurately representative sample of the 
batch, consisting of the following: 

(i) For all tests except sterility; 5 
packages, each containing approximately 
0.5 gram. 

(ii) For sterility testing; 10 packages, 
each containing approximately 40 milli¬ 
grams. 

Each such package shall be packaged in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (b) of this section. 

b. Paragraph (e) (1) is changed to 
read: 

(1) $10.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the samples submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (d) (2) (i), 

(3) (i), and (4) of this section; $10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (1) (ii) and (3) 
(ii) of this section. 

97. Section 146d.302 Chloramphenicol 
capsules is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (i), the num¬ 
ber "20” is changed to "30”. 

b. In paragraph (e) (1), "$1.00” is 
change to "$0.75”. 

98. In § 146d.304 Chloramphenicol 

ophthalmic , paragraph (e) (1) is 

amended by replacing the period at the 
end of the subparagraph with a semi- 
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colon and adding the following: “$10.00 
for ail containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) (b) of 
this section.’* 

99. In § 146d.307 Chloramphenicol 
for aqueous injection , paragraph (e) (1) 
is amended byreplacing the period at the 
end of the subparagraph with a semi¬ 
colon and adding the following: “$10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) (5) of 
this section.” 

100. Section 146d.309 Chlorampheni¬ 
col-streptomycin capsules is amended as 
follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (5), the words “a 
sample consisting of not less than 30 
capsules of such batch and” are deleted. 

b. Paragraph (b) is changed to read: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted 
in accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (a) (5) of this section shall 
be: 

(1) $1.00 for each capsule submitted. 

(2) $10.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the streptomycin or dihydro¬ 
streptomycin submitted. 

101. In § 146d.311 Chloramphenicol 
palmitate-dihydrostreptomycin oral sus¬ 
pension, paragraph (d) is changed to 
read: 

(d) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted 
in accordance with the requirements of 
this section shall be: 

(1) $5.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the batch. 

(2) $10.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of streptomycin or dihydrostrep¬ 
tomycin. 

102. In § 146e.401 Bacitracin, para¬ 
graph (e) (1) is amended by deleting the 
word “and” at the end of the subpara¬ 
graph and adding the following: “$10.00 
for all containers submitted in accord¬ 
ance with paragraph (d) (2) (ii) and (d) 

(3) (ii) of this section.” 

103. Section 146e.403 Bacitracin tab- 
lets * • • is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) (3) (i), the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph (d) (3) (iii), the 
figure “5” is changed to “6”. 

c. Tn paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75”. 

104. Section 146e.404 Bacitracin tro¬ 
ches is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (d) <3) (i), the num¬ 
ber “20” is changed to “30”. 

b. In paragraph (d) (3) (iii), the 
figure “5” is changed to “6”. 

c. In paragraph (e) (1), “$1.00” is 
changed to “$0.75”. 

105. Section 146e.406 Bacitracin-tyro- 
thricin troches is amended by adding 
thereto the following new paragraph: 

(c) The fee for the services rendered 
with respect to each troche in the sample 
submitted in accordance with the re¬ 
quirements of this section shall be $1.00. 

106. Section 146e.407 Bacitracin-tyro- 
thricin ointment is amended by adding 
thereto the following new paragraph: 

(b) The fee for the services rendered 
with respect to each tube of ointment in 


the sample submitted under the regula¬ 
tions in this section shall be $5.00. 

107. In 5 146e.408 Bacitracin ophthal¬ 

mic, paragraph (e) (1) is amended by 
replacing the period at the end of the 
subparagraph with a semicolon and 
adding the following: “$10.00 for all con¬ 
tainers submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (d) (3) (i) (b) of this 

section.” 

108. In § 146e.409 Bacitracin-poly¬ 
myxin ointment, paragraph (b) is 
changed to read: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (a) (7) of this section shall 
be: 

(1) $5.00 for each tube of ointment. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the polymyxin used in making 
the batch. 

109. Section 146e.410 Bacitracin-neo- 
mycin tablets • • • is amended as 
follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (4), the words 
“a sample consisting of not less than 
30 tablets and” are deleted from the 
second sentence. 

b. Paragraph (b) is amended to read: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of this 
section shall be: 

(1) $1.00 for each tablet. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the sample of neomycin sub¬ 
mitted. 

110. In § 146e.411 Bacitracin-neomy¬ 
cin ointment • * \ paragraph (b) is 
changed to read: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (a) (3) of 
this section shall be: 

(1) $5.00 for each immediate container 
of ointment. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of neomycin. 

111. Section 146e.412 Bacitracin-poly¬ 
myxin tablets is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (4) the words “a 
sample consisting of not less than 30 
tablets of such batch, and” are deleted 
from the second sentence. 

b. Paragraph (b) is amended to read: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted 
in accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (a) (4) of this section shall 
be: 

(1) $1.00 for each tablet. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of polymyxin. 

112. In 5 146e.413 Bacitracin-neomycin 
troches * * •, paragraph (e) is amended 
by changing the figure “5” in the second 
sentence to “6”. 

113. In § 146e.414 Bacitracin-neomycin 
with vasoconstrictor • * *, paragraph 
(b) is changed to read: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 


paragraph (a) (3) of this section shall 
be: 

(1) $5.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the batch. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of the neomycin used in making the 
batch. 

114. Section 146e.415 Bacitracin-poly¬ 
myxin troches is amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (e) the words M a 
sample consisting of not less than 30 
troches and” are deleted from the second 
sentence. 

b. Paragraph (f) is changed to read: 

(f) The fee for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (e) of this section are: 

(1) $1.00 for each troche. 

(2> $4.00 for each immediate container 
of the polymyxin used in making the 
batch. 

115. In 8 146e.417 Powder bacitracin 
methylene disalicylate and streptomycin 
sulfate oral veterinary, paragraph (e) (1) 
is amended to read: 

(1) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer in the samples submitted in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (d) (3) (ii), 
(iii), and (iv) of this section; $5.00 for 
each immediate container submitted in 
accordance with paragraph (d) (3) (i) 
of this section. 

116. In § 146e.418 Zinc bacitracin, par¬ 
agraph <d) (2) is amended by changing 
the figure “5” to “6”. 

117. In § 146e.419 Bacitracin-ncomy - 
cin-polymyxin troches, paragraph <d) 

(3) (iii) is amended by changing the 
figure “5” to “6”. 

118. In § 146e.422 Bacitracin-polymy¬ 
xin-neomycin ointment , paragraph (b) 
is amended to read: 

(b) The fee for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted 
in accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (a) (4) of this section shall 
be: 

(1) $6.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of ointment. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate container 
of the neomycin used in making the 
batch. 

119. Section 146e.424 Bacitracin-neo¬ 
mycin-polymyxin with vasoconstrictor is 
amended as follows: 

a. In paragraph (a) (7), the words “a 
sample consisting of not less than 7 pack¬ 
ages of the bacitracin-neomycin-poly¬ 
myxin with vasoconstrictor, and” are de¬ 
leted. 

b. Paragraph (b) is changed to read: 

(b) The fees for the services rendered 
with respect to the samples submitted 
in accordance with paragraph (a) (7> 
of this section shall be: 

(1) $6.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the batch. 

(2) $4.00 for each immediate con¬ 
tainer of the polymyxin used in making 
the batch. 

Notice and public procedure are not 
necessary prerequisites to the promul¬ 
gation of this order, and I so find, since 
the fees set forth in this order are 





Thursday, May 2, 1957 

necessary in order to provide, equip, and 
maintain an adequate certification serv¬ 
ice for the antibiotic and antibiotic-con¬ 
taining drugs. 

Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come effective July 1,1957. 

(Sec. 701. 52 Stat. 1055, as amended; 21 
U. S. C. 371. Interpret or apply sec. 507, 
59 Stat. 463, as amended; 21 U. S. C. 357) 

Dated: April 26,1957. 

[seal! Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs . 

jp. R. Doc. 57-3564; Piled, May 1. 1957; 
8:47 a. m.) 


TITLE 47—TELECOMMUNI¬ 
CATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

[FCC 57-414] 

[Rules Arndt. 1-10] 

Part 1 —Practice and Procedure 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C. on the 24th day of 
April 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the deletion of § 1.365 ib), the 
amendment of §§ 1.373 (g) and 1.378 <e), 
and the adoption of a new § 1.367, which 
concerns the disposition of applications 
in hearing status; 

It appearing, that the amendments 
herein ordered would promote greater 
efficiency in Commission operations; and 
that the public interest would better be 
served thereby; and 

It further appearing, that the amend¬ 
ments herein ordered are procedural in 
nature, and, therefore, compliance with 
the requirements of sections 4 (a), (b), 
and (c) of the Administrative Procedure 
Act is not required ; 

It is ordered , That pursuant to sections 
4 <i),5 (e) and 303 (r) of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended, effec¬ 
tive May 9, 1957, Part I of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations is 
amended as set forth below. 

(Sec. 4. 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U. S. C. 
154. Interpret or apply sec. 303, 48 Stat. 1082, 
as amended; sec. 5, 66 Stat. 713; 47 U. S. C. 

303, 155) 

Released: April 29, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal 1 Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

1- The text of § 1.365 (b) is deleted 
a nd the expression "IReservedl" is 

substituted. 

2. a new § 1.367 is added to read as 
follows: 

1 1 367 Retention of applications in 
hearing status after designation for 
hearing. (a) After an application for a 
Broadcast facility is designated for hear- 
U*' R will be retained in hearing upon 
Joe dismissal or amendment and removal 
irom hearing of any other application or 
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applications with which it has been con¬ 
solidated for hearing. 

(b) Where the applicants in a con¬ 
solidated hearing for a broadcast facility 
by option, merger, or like arrangement 
effect a consolidation of their respective 
interests, the application which is to be 
prosecuted should be amended to reflect 
the arrangements between or among the 
applicants, and as amended will be re¬ 
tained in hearing along with the other 
applications, which will be dismissed by 
the healing examiner’s initial decision. 

(c) In all cases arising under para¬ 
graphs (a) and (b) of this section, the 
hearing examiner will consider in the 
initial decision the issue of whether a 
grant of the remaining application or 
applications to be prosecuted would be in 
the public interest in the light of the 
arrangement whereunder the parties 
effected a consolidation of their respec¬ 
tive interests or the competing applica¬ 
tions were either dismissed or amended 
and removed from hearing. 

(d) An application for a broadcast 
facility which has been designated for 
hearing and which is amended so as (1) 
to eliminate the need for hearing or 
further hearing on the issues specified, 
or (2) to change the original parties to 
the application, other than as provided 
for in paragraph (b) of this section, will 
be removed from hearing status. 

3. The text of § 1.373 (g) is amended 
by substituting § 1.367 for the present 
reference § 1.365 <b). Section 1.373 (g), 
as amended, reads as follows: 

(g) When an application which has 
been designated for hearing has been re¬ 
moved from the hearing docket pursuant 
to § 1.367, the application will be returned 
to its proper position (as determined by 
the file number) in the processing line. 
Petitions for amendment, removal from 
the hearing docket, and grant will not be 
entertained insofar as they request a 
grant. The Examiner, or Chief Hearing 
Examiner in acting on such petitions, 
will dismiss the request for a grant. 

4. The text of § 1.378 (e) is amended 
by deleting therefrom the second sen¬ 
tence. Section 1.378 (e), as amended, 
reads as follows: 

(e) Where applications are mutually 
exclusive because the distance between 
their respective proposed transmitter 
sites is contrary to the station separation 
requirements set forth in § 3.610 of this 
chapter, said applications will be proc¬ 
essed and designated for hearing at the 
time the application with the lower file 
number is processed. In order to be 
considered mutually exclusive with a 
lower file number application, the higher 
file number must have been accepted for 
filing at least one day before the lower 
file number application has been acted 
upon by the Commission. If the lower 
file number application is in hearing sta¬ 
tus at the time the higher file number 
application is accepted for filing, the 
10-day cut-off date specified in § 1.724 
(b) will be applicable. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3588; Filed. May 1, 1957; 

8:53 a. m.J 
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[Docket No. 11753; FCC 57-411] 

[Rules Arndt. 3-65] 

Part 3—Radio Broadcast Services 

TELEVISION BROADCAST STATION; TABLE OF 
ASSIGNMENTS (CHARLESTON, S. C.) 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the proposal set out in its 
notice of proposed rule making (FCC 
56-598) issued in this proceeding on 
June 26, 1956, and subsequent further 
Notices, for the reallocation of television 
assignments in Charleston, South Caro¬ 
lina, by the addition of VHF Channel 
4, as follows: 


City 

Channel No. 

Present 

ProjKwcd 

Charleston, 8. C_ 

2,5, M3,17 

2,4,5, *13.17 


•Reserved for educational use. 


Interested parties have been afforded an 
opportunity to submit comments di¬ 
rected to the Commission’s proposal and 
to advance counterproposals, and we are 
now in a position to issue our Report. 

2. The Commission last June issued 
its Report and Order in the general tel¬ 
evision allocation proceeding in Docket 
No. 11532, outlining a long-range pro¬ 
gram designed to improve the television 
allocation structure. At the same time 
we considered what action might be 
taken in the interim to improve the op¬ 
portunities for more effective competi¬ 
tion among a greater number of stations 
in individual communities and areas 
pending a resolution of the long-range 
program, which will require some years 
to implement. In furtherance of this 
interim program a number of rule mak¬ 
ing proceedings, such as the instant one, 
have been initiated proposing channel 
changes for various communities. In 
Charleston we have proposed to add a 
third VHF channel available for com¬ 
mercial stations. 

3. Comments have been filed by in¬ 
terested parties: Atlantic Coast Broad¬ 
casting Corporation of Charleston, South 
Carolina, licensee of radio Stations 
WTMA and WTMA-FM in Charleston, 
and the American Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany support the Commission’s proposal 
to add Channel 4 to Charleston. The 
Washington Post Company, licensee of 
television Station WMBR-TV on Chan¬ 
nel 4 in Jacksonville, Florida, filed com¬ 
ments opposing the proposal. Reply 
comments were filed by ABC and the 
Washington Post Company. 

4. We noted in our Report and Order 
of last June, outlining the proposals for 
interim action, that because of the widely 
varying circumstances in individual mar¬ 
kets, as well as the numerous factors 
bearing on the choice of techniques in 
any individual community or area, it 
would not be possible to formulate rigid 
criteria to be applied in individual cases 
in order to indicate the course that would 
best serve the public interest in each 
community. We did conclude, however, 
that certain considerations would have a 
bearing on our decisions in the individual 
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cases. Thus, we stated that the desir¬ 
ability of assigning an additional VHF 
channel to a community without delet¬ 
ing the channel from another city would 
depend principally upon: (1) Whether 
it is possible to locate the new transmit¬ 
ter so as to meet minimum transmitter 
spacings; and (2) whether the addition 
of a new VHF assignment would be con¬ 
sistent with the objective of improving 
the opportunity for effective competition 
among a greater number of stations. We 
must consider the comments and reply 
comments filed in this proceeding in the 
light of these factors. 

5. The nearest present Channel 4 as¬ 
signment to Charleston is that of Sta¬ 
tion WMBRr-TV, operating on Channel 
4 in Jacksonville, Florida. The WMBR- 
TV site is approximately 197 miles from 
Charleston. There are no adjacent 
channel (i. e., Channel 3) assignments 
less than 70 miles from Charleston. 
Our rules prescribe a minimum separa¬ 
tion of 190 miles between VHF co-chan¬ 
nel assignments 1 and a minimum adja¬ 
cent-channel separation of 60 miles. 
The allocation of Channel 4 to Charles¬ 
ton will thus meet the mileage provisions 
of our rules. 

6. Nevertheless, WMBR-TV asserts 
that mutual co-channel interference 
would result from simultaneous opera¬ 
tion on Channel 4 in Charleston and 
Jacksonville, alleging that 1,530 square 
miles containing 36,180 persons would 
lose their present interference-free 
WMBR-TV Grade B service, and that 
an area of approximately 500 square 
miles with a population of about 23,000 
persons within the proposed Charleston 
Channel 4 Grade B contour would not 
receive the new Charleston station be¬ 
cause of co-channel interference from 
WMBR-TV. WMBR-TV further alleges 
that a station in Charleston on Channel 
4 would create co-channel interference 
to Channel 4 operations in Columbus. 
Georgia; Greenville, South Carolina; 
and Chapel Hill. North Carolina. 
WMBR-TV conducted a field intensity 
survey in an attempt to establish that 
the path between Jacksonville and 
Charleston is one where unusually high 
levels of tropospheric propagation exist. 
The field strength measurements, made 
on Station WCSC-TV (operating on 
Channel 5 in Charleston), were taken 
over a period of 24 days at a point near 
the Georgia coast, approximately 165 
miles from WCSC-TV and 37 miles from 
WMBR-TV. The measurements show 


1 Although Jacksonville is in Zone III 
where a 220 mile co-channel separation Is 
required. Charleston Is in Zone II where 
the rules specify a 190-mile separation. Sec¬ 
tion 3.610 (b) (2) of the rules provides that, 
as between reference points in two zones, 
the minimum co-channel mileage separation 
between them shall be that of the zone re¬ 
quiring the lower separation. While not 
denying that the assignment of Channel 4 
to Charleston would not contravene the 
190-mlle co-channel separation requirement 
of the rules. WMBR-TV alleges that because 
of high levels of tropospheric propagation 
over the seawater path between Charleston 
and JacksonvUle, a separation of at least 220 
miles is needed to avoid severe co-channel 
interference. This contention is discussed 
below. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

that the 10 percent fields at the measur¬ 
ing location average 9 dbu higher than 
the calculated 10 percent fields. 

7. The supporters of the proposal 
state, by way of rebuttal, that these field 
strength measurements fall far short 
of establishing that high tropospheric 
propagation characteristics prevail along 
the path between Charleston and Jack¬ 
sonville; that the point where the meas¬ 
urements were taken is in a swampy 
coastal area which could be expected to 
provide a higher signal than further 
inland where people reside; and that the 
measurements were made over a com¬ 
paratively brief period and represent, at 
best, only a sample of conditions along 
the water path and do not necessarily re¬ 
flect the conditions which exist at loca¬ 
tions some 30 or 40 miles inland. They 
also argue that any interference which 
might be experienced from a Charleston 
Channel 4 operation can be minimized 
by the directivity of receiving antennas; 
and that almost all of the areas where 
WMBR-TV alleges that interference will 
be received is served by two stations in 
Savannah. Georgia (WTOC-TV and 
WSAV-TV), and that the present sta¬ 
tions in Charleston (WCSC-TV and 
WUSN-TV) and Station WFGA-TV, 
Jacksonville, would also serve much of 
the area. 

8. We conclude that WMBR-TV’s con¬ 
tentions should not preclude the assign¬ 
ment of Channel 4 to Charleston. Sec¬ 
tion 3.612 of our rules expressly states 
that television stations are not protected 
from any interference which may be 
caused by the grant of a new station in 
full compliance with the Commission’s 
allocation requirements. The nature 
and extent of the protection from in¬ 
terference accorded to stations is limited 
solely to the protection resulting from 
the minimum station separation require¬ 
ments and maximum powers and an¬ 
tenna heights. We are not convinced 
that the record in this proceeding sup¬ 
ports the basis for prescribing a greater 
minimum separation between co-chan¬ 
nel stations in Charleston and Jackson¬ 
ville than that now specified by the rules. 

9. In support of the proposed assign¬ 
ment it is submitted that the addition of 
a new VHF assignment in Charleston will 
improve the competitive television situ¬ 
ation. The City has a population of 70.- 
174 persons and the Charleston standard 
metropolitan area, the 146th market in 
the nation, a population of 164,856 per¬ 
sons. Charleston now has two VHF 
channel assignments with stations oper¬ 
ating on both channels. No other VHF 
station provides a Grade B or better sig¬ 
nal to Charleston. Although UHF Chan¬ 
nel 17 is allocated, no applications have 
been filed; and no UHF stations are on 
the air in any city closer than Columbia. 
South Carolina, 106 miles distant. The 
proponents urge that there is no chance 
of additional television service in a pre¬ 
dominantly VHF area such as this unless 
a VHF channel is added, and assert that 
Channel 4 would afford a much-needed 
third local outlet. They argue that at 
least three fully competitive facilities in 
each of the major markets in the nation, 
including Charleston, is essential in pro¬ 
moting effective competition, both from 


the standpoint of the local market and 
among national networks. In this con¬ 
nection ABC notes that it has been un¬ 
able to obtain a primary affiliation with 
either of the Charleston stations and as 
a result the people of Charleston are de¬ 
nied many of the ABC network pro¬ 
grams; and others are carried on a de¬ 
layed kinescope basis. 

10. We have reviewed the record in 
this proceeding with a view to the factors 
listed in our Report and Order of June 
26, 1956, and conclude that the assign¬ 
ment of Channel 4 to Charleston would 
provide a fair, efficient and equitable 
utilization of available frequencies. The 
assignment of Channel 4 to Charleston 
would, in our judgment, improve the op¬ 
portunities for effective competition 
among a greater number of stations and 
would serve the public interest. The as¬ 
signment can be made in full accordance 
with our mileage separation rules; it will 
not be necessary to move the channel 
from any other city or to otherwise re¬ 
quire any other channel changes in the 
Commission’s Table of Assignments; and 
the addition of a new VHF assignment 
would be consistent with our objective of 
improving the opportunities for effective 
competition among a greater number of 
stations. 

11. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment is contained in sections 1, 
4 (i), and (j), 301, 303 (a), (b), (c). (d), 
(e), (f), (g), (h) and (r.) and 307 <b) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and section 4 of the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act. 

12. In view of the foregoing: It is or¬ 
dered, That effective June 3, 1957, the 
Table of Assignments contained in 
§ 3.606 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations is amended, insofar as the 
community named is concerned, as 
follows: 

Amend to read: 

City Channel No. 

Charleston. S. C.2-f, 4, 5 +, *13,17+ 

(Sec. 4. 48 Stat. 1066. as amended; 47 U. S. C. 
154. Interprets or applies secs. 301, 303, 307. 
48 Stat. 1081, 1082, 1083; 47 U. S. C. 301, 303, 
307) 

Adopted: April 24 1957 

Released: April 29,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

fsEALl Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3589; Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:53 a. m.J 


(Docket No. 11756; FCC 57-4121 
[Rules Amdt. 3-661 

Part 3— Radio Broadcast Services 

TELEVISION BROADCAST STATIONS; TABLE OF 
. ASSIGNMENTS (MIAMI, FLA.) 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the proposal set out in its 
notice of proposed rule making <FCC 
65-600) released in this proceeding on 
June 26, 1956, for the amendment of th e 
Table of Assignments for Television 
Broadcast Stations (§ 3.606 of the Com- 
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mission’s rules} so as to assign Channel 6 
to Miami, Florida. 

2. The Commission issued its Report 
and Order <FCC 56-587) last June in the 
general television allocation proceeding 
in Docket No. 11532, outlining a long- 
range program designed to improve the 
television allocations structure. Since 
some years may be required to implement 
this long-range program, we also con¬ 
sidered in that proceeding what interim 
action might be taken to improve the 
opportunities for effective competition 
among a greater number of stations in 
individual communities. In furtherance 
of this interim program the instant rule 
making proceeding and a number of 
others have been initiated proposing 
changes in channel assignments for 
various communities throughout the 
country. 

3. The proposal upon which the Com¬ 
mission invited comments in this pro¬ 
ceeding would assign Channel 6 as a 
"drop-in” to Miami to give it a fourth 
commercial VHF channel, as follows: 1 


City 

Channel No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Miami, Fla. 

♦2.4,7-, 

10+. 

23-, 33. 

♦2.4,6,7-. 
10-K 23-, 
33. 



•Itoscrved for educational use. 


4. The Commission also has under 
consideration the counterproposal sub¬ 
mitted by Gerico Investment Company, 
permittee of Station WITV on Channel 
17 at Fort Lauderdale, Florida, which 
would assign Channel 6 to Fort Lauder¬ 
dale rather than Miami by utilization of 
the so-called “antenna farm” now used 
by Miami and Fort Lauderdale stations 
at less than the minimum transmitter 
spacing requirements and employment of 
a directional antenna system to protect 
co-channel and adjacent channel sta¬ 
tions from objectionable interference. 

5. Comments and reply comments sup¬ 
porting the Commission’s proposal were 
filed by Storer Broadcasting Company, 
permittee of Station WCBS-TV on 
Channel 23 at Miami and by the Amer¬ 
ican Broadcasting Company. Orlando 
Broadcasting Company, Inc., licensee of 
Station WDBO-TV on Channel 6 at Or¬ 
lando, Florida, and WTVJ. Inc., licensee 
of Station WTVJ on Channel 4 at Miami, 
filed comments in opposition. Gerico 
Investment Company also opposed 
the Commission’s proposal. Gerico’s 
counterproposal to assign Channel 6 to 
Fort Lauderdale was opposed in reply 
comments filed by Orlando Broadcasting 
Company and by John H. Phipps, per¬ 
mittee of Station WPTV on Channel 5 
at West Palm Beach, Florida. Mr. 
Fhipps stated that he took no position 
w *th respect to the Commission's pro¬ 
posal to allocate Channel 6 to Miami 
Provided mileage separation require¬ 
ments are met. 

, 6 - 1x1 outlining our interim plans for 
mproving the television situation in in- 


in 7116 offset carrier designations were listed 
(Prv^ n ° tice °* I ur ther proposed rule making 
J. released September 6, 1956, in 

e several reallocation proceedings. 


dividual communities and areas in our 
Report released last June, we noted that 
the widely varying circumstances in in¬ 
dividual markets and the numerous fac¬ 
tors bearing on the choice of techniques 
in any individual community or area 
made it impossible to formulate rigid 
criteria which could automatically be 
applied in individual cases to indicate the 
course which would best serve the public 
interest. We did conclude, however, 
that certain considerations would have 
a bearing on our decisions with respect 
to proposals to change channel alloca¬ 
tions in specific communities or areas. 
Among these considerations, the follow¬ 
ing are pertinent to the proposals be¬ 
fore us in this proceeding and have been 
taken into consideration in reaching our 
decision: In cases where it is unneces¬ 
sary to move the channel from another 
city (a) the desirability of assigning a 
first VHF channel or of adding an 
additional VHF channel would depend 
principally upon whether it is possible to 
locate the new transmitter so as to meet 
minimum transmitter spacings, and (b) 
whether the addition of a new VHF 
assignment would be consistent with the 
objective of improving the opportunities 
for effective competition among a 
greater number of stations. 

8. We shall review first the present 
television situation in the Miami and 
Fort Lauderdale area. Miami, with a 
1950 city population of 249,276 and a 
1950 metropolitan area population of 
495,084, ranks as the 42nd largest city 
and as the 34th metropolitan area in the 
country. Five commercial channels, 
VHF Channels 4, 7 and 10 and UHF 
Channels 23 and 33 have been allocated, 
and VHF Channel 2 is reserved for edu¬ 
cation. Stations on VHF Channel 2 
(WTHS-TV) ; VHF Channel 4 (WTVH); 
VHF Channel 7 (WCKT); and UHF 
Channel 23 (WGBS-TV) * are on the 
air. Construction of a third VHF com¬ 
mercial station on Channel 10 (WFST) 
was authorized on February 7, 1957 but 
is subject to further proceedings as a 
result of court action. A construction 
permit for a UHF station on Channel 33 
has been outstanding since 1953, but the 
station has never been built. Fort Lau¬ 
derdale, with a 1950 population of 36,328 
is less than one-sixth the size of Miami 
and located about 25 miles north of that 
city. Two commercial channels, both 
UHF—Channels 17 and 39—have been 
allocated. A station is operating on 
Channel 17 (WITV). WFTL operated 
on UHF Channel 39 from April, 1953 to 
December 1954, and the construction 
permit for this station was deleted 
March 25, 1955. Since the “antenna 
farm” area, located about 14 miles north 
of Miami and about 10 miles south of 
Fort Lauderdale, is utilized for the trans¬ 
mitters of all existing Miami and Fort 
Lauderdale stations, the four Miami 


* By letter dated April 1, 1957. Storer 
Broadcasting Company advised the Commis¬ 
sion that it intended to suspend operation 
of WGBS-TV on April 14. 1957 for a period 
ending May 20, 1957, the expiration date of 
its current construction permit and that it 
had entered into a contract for the sale of 
most of the physical assets of WGBS-TV to 
the permittee of the Channel 10 station at 
Miami. 


stations provide Grade B or better serv¬ 
ice to Fort Lauderdale, and the Fort 
Lauderdale UHF station provides Grade 
B or better service to Miami. No sta¬ 
tions in other cities provide Grade B 
service to Miami or to Fort Lauderdale, 
but the signals of the two VHF stations 
at West Palm Beach (Stations WPTV on 
Channel 5 and WEAT-TV on Channel 
12) provide service to portions of the 
Grade B service areas of the Miami and 
Fort Lauderdale stations. 

9. At the outset we must determine 
whether the conflicting proposals for the 
assignment of Channel 6 at Miami or to 
Fort Lauderdale would meet the tech¬ 
nical allocation requirements, since if 
such a determination cannot be made 
with respect to each proposal, there is 
no need to proceed to the consideration 
of their comparative merit. Considera¬ 
tion was given to the possibilities offered 
by proposals calling for departure from 
the engineering standards in our Report 
and Order of last June in the general 
television proceeding and in subsequent 
decisions (See Memorandum Opinion 
and Order, FCC 56-1269, Docket No. 
11532, released December 27, 1956), and 
we have repeatedly rejected such pro¬ 
posals. whether on a general or case-by¬ 
case basis, as a desirable or feasible 
means of effectuating our immediate ob¬ 
jective of improving the opportunities 
for more effective competition among a 
greater number of stations in individual 
communities and areas pending a resolu¬ 
tion of our long-range program to im¬ 
prove the television allocation structure. 

10. The assignment of Channel 6 to 
either Miami or Fort Lauderdale can be 
made without disturbing any other 
assignment or authorization. However, 
Gerico Investment Company concedes 
that its proposal to assign Channel 6 to 
Fort Lauderdale would not meet the 
minimum mileage spacing requirements 
of the rules. Its proposal contemplates 
the utilization of the “antenna farm’' 
used by Miami and Fort Lauderdale sta¬ 
tions, and such a location would be ap¬ 
proximately 190-193 miles instead of the 
required 220 miles from the transmitter 
of Station WDBO-TV on Channel 6 at 
Orlando and barely 60 miles from Sta¬ 
tion WPTV on Channel 5 at West Palm 
Beach. While Gerico urges that it is 
technically feasible to protect these co¬ 
channel and adjacent channel stations 
from interference to the extent required 
by the rules by means of a directional 
antenna system, it offers no arguments 
in support thereof which were not fully 
considered and rejected in the general 
allocation proceeding. Since Channel 6 
cannot be assigned to Fort Lauderdale 
in accordance with minimum spacing re¬ 
quirements, it must be rejected. 

11. The assignment of Channel 6 to 
Miami can be accomplished in conformity 
with the Commission’s minimum mileage 
separation requirements by locating the 
transmitter for a Miami Channel 6 sta¬ 
tion south of Miami so as to maintain the 
required 220-mile separation from the 
co-channel station (WBDO) at Orlando 
and the required 60-mile separation from 
the adjacent channel station (WPTV) on 
Channel 5 at West Palm Beach. How¬ 
ever. the opponents argue that because 
of aeronautical considerations in the 
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area around Homestead, Florida, where 
a site must be used to meet separation 
requirements, antenna towers of suffi¬ 
cient height cannot be utilized which 
would enable a station to cover Miami 
with the required city-grade service. In 
our view, such a conclusion cannot be 
reached from the record. The record 
demonstrates that a transmitter can be 
located in an area south of Miami from 
where the requisite minimum city-grade 
signal could be placed over the city. The 
question of whether aeronautical hazards 
and limitations would preclude utiliza¬ 
tion of a particular site in this general 
area south of Miami in conformity with 
separation and coverage requirements 
is one which we believe can more readily 
be resolved, in connection with a particu¬ 
lar station application or applications, 
where a specific proposal or proposals for 
a tower location and height are before 
us. We do not believe the record sup¬ 
ports the basis for concluding that it 
would not be possible to obtain a satis¬ 
factory site. 

12. Orlando Broadcasting also opposed 
the allocation of Channel 6 to Miami on 
the grounds that it would cause destruc¬ 
tive interference to substantial portions 
of its service area and that, since the 
mileage separation requirements pre¬ 
cluded the use of the Miami “antenna 
farm" as the site for a Channel 6 station, 
the allocation would be inconsistent with 
the Commission’s policy to encourage the 
development and utilization of “antenna 
farms". Neither of these arguments has 
merit. Channel 6 in Miami would meet 
all allocation requirements, and the 
Rules provide that existing stations are 
afforded protection from interference by 
the minimum separation requirements 
and the maximum heights and powers. 
Television stations are not protected 
from any interference which may be 
caused by the grant of a new station in 
accordance with the allocation standards, 
and no reasons have been submitted in 
the instant case which we believe would 
warrant departing from this policy. With 
respect to Orlando's argument concern¬ 
ing our "antenna farm" policy, we wish 
to state that, while we recognize the 
decided advantages of so-called “antenna 
farms" in certain circumstances, we 
have never based our determination of 
whether a television channel should be 
assigned to a particular community on 
the question of whether an available 
“antenna farm" could or could not be 
utilized in conformity with the Rules. 
We see no inconsistency in not doing so 
here. We do not believe that the fact 
that an “antenna farm" cannot be used 
should preclude the assignment of a 
much-needed additional outlet. We like¬ 
wise must reject the argument advanced 
by Orlando and WTVJ with respect to 
the possibility that a Miami Channel 6 
station and Station CMQ-TV on Channel 
6 at Havana, Cuba, may cause each other 
an unpredictable amount of interference 
in the future, especially if the Cuban 
station should increase its power from 
time to time. We can draw no conclu¬ 
sion from the record as to the extent of 
potential interference over land areas 
which might result, and the allocation of 
Channel 6 to Miami would conform to 
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our rules.* For these reasons, we are of 
the view that the Commission's technical 
allocation requirements would permit 
the allocation of Channel 6 to Miami. 

13. There remains for consideration 
the question of whether, in light of all 
the factors, the assignment of Channel 
6 to Miami would further our program of 
improving the opportunity for effective 
competition among a greater number of 
stations. Both Storer Broadcasting 
Company and Gerico Investment Com¬ 
pany indicate that since the commence¬ 
ment of operation of the second VHF 
commercial service in Miami last July 
(Station WCKT on Channel 7). the com¬ 
petitive situation of their UHF opera¬ 
tions at Miami and Fort Lauderdale has 
worsened. Storer reports that it lost its 
network affiliation when Station WCKT 
commenced operation and since that 
time its UHF station has incurred con¬ 
tinued substantial monthly operating 
losses. Gerico states that while it has 
thus far retained its network affiliation, 
many of its advertising contracts were 
terminated with the inception of service 
by Station WCKT on Channel 7, and it 
has managed to survive only on a 
marginal basis. Both parties stress that 
the inception of a third commercial VHF 
service in Miami on Channel 10 will 
seriously endanger the chances of sur¬ 
vival of their UHF operations. In fact, 
Gerico states that if a third VHF station 
is established in Miami, it is almost a 
certainty that it will be forced to cease 
operation of its Fort Lauderdale UHF 
station. 4 Our experience in other 
markets convinces us that the advent of 
a third VHF station in a market such as 
Miami would, in all probability, destroy 
the ability of the two existing UHF sta¬ 
tions in the area to continue to provide 
service and eliminate the potentiality for 
other UHF stations on the UHF channels 
allocated to the area, as well as the pos¬ 
sibility of more effective competition 
among a greater number of stations. 
Since the construction of a station on 
Channel 10 has now been authorized, a 
third commercial VHF station may be 
expected to commence operation in the 
near future. If, as a result thereof, UHF 
fails in this area, it would mean that the 
important, sizable and fast-growing 
Miami and Fort Lauderdale areas would 
be dependent upon only three commer¬ 
cial television services instead of the 
four commercial services now available 
in the area. The allocation of a fourth 
VHF commercial assignment to Miami 
would make it possible partially to offset 
this loss in available services and would 
further our objective of improving the 
opportunities for effective competition 
among a greater number of stations. 
While the opponents urge that a Chan¬ 
nel 6 station located south of Miami 


* The domestic assignment standards of 
the Commission would not appear applicable 
in this instance to the specific relationship 
of Miami versus Havana television assign¬ 
ments on Channel 6. There is no bilateral 
agreement between this country and Cuba 
which would preclude the assignment of 
Channel 6 to Miami. 

‘Storer Broadcasting Company has now 
suspended operation of its UHF station at 
Miami. 


would be at a competitive disadvantage 
with the VHF stations located north o f 
Miami at the "antenna farm", we be¬ 
lieve any such disadvantage would be 
of short duration and would not inhibit 
the opportunities for a Chanel 6 station 
to compete on a comparable basis in the 
area. It is our judgment, therefore, that 
the allocation of Channel 6 to Miami 
would serve the public interest by creat¬ 
ing improved opportunities for compa¬ 
rable and effective competition and in¬ 
suring the likelihood of more and better 
television service and more local televi¬ 
sion outlets in the Miami area. 

13. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment herein is contained in sec¬ 
tions 1, 4 (i), and (j), 301, 303 (a), (b), 
(c), (d), (e), (f), (g), (h) and (r) and 
307 (b). of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and section 4 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act. 

14. In view of the foregoing: It is 
ordered , That effective June 3. 1957. the 
Table of Assignments, contained in 
§ 3.606 of the Commission's rules and 
regulations, is amended, insofar as the 
community named is concerned, as 
follows: 

Amend to read: 

City Channel No. 

Miami. Florida_*2. 4, 6, 7 — . 10-f, 23-. 33 

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended: 47 U. S. C. 
154. Interprets or applies secs. 301, 303. 307, 
48 8tat. 1081, 1082, 1083 ; 47 U. S. C. 301. 303, 
307) 

Adopted: April 24,1957. 

Released: April 29,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3590; Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:53 a. m.J 


[Rules Arndt. 18-141 

Part 18— Industrial, Scientific, and 
Medical Services 

when license is required 

In the matter of amendment of § 18.3 
of the Commission's Rules and Regula¬ 
tions to effect certain editorial changes 
therein. 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the desirability of making certain 
editorial changes in § 18.3 of its rules 
and regulations; and 

It appearing, that the amendment 
adopted herein is editorial in nature, 
and, therefore, prior publication of 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making under 
the provisions of section 4 of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act is unneces¬ 
sary, and the amendments may become 
effective immediately; and 

It further appearing, that the amend¬ 
ment adopted herein is issued pursuant 
to authority contained in sections 4 (i). 
(5) (d) (1) and 303 (r) of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended, and 
section 0.341 (a) of the Commissions 
Statement of Organization, Delegations 
of Authority and Other Information. 
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It is ordered , This 29th day of April 
1957. effective April 29, 1957, § 18.3 is 
amended as set forth below. 

(Sec. 4. 48 Stat. 1060. as amended: 47 U. S. C. 
154 Interprets or applies sec. 303 , 48 Stat. 
1082. as amended: sec. 5, 66 Stat. 713; 47 
U S. C. 308 155) 

Released: April 29, 1957. 


the period May 1 to September 10. in¬ 
clusive, in the waters of the Swan Lake 
National Wildlife Refuge as set forth in 
§ 33.222. 

§ 33.222 Waters open to fishing. The 
following waters designated by suitable 
posting by the refuge officer in charge 
shall be open to fishing: 


Federal Communications 
Commission , 

[seal 1 Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

Section 18.3 is amended to change cer¬ 
tain section references in order to con¬ 
form to a recently adopted revision of 
Part 18. 

As amended, § 18.3 reads as follows: 

§ 18.3 When license is required. Any 
medical diathermy equipment, industrial 
heating equipment or miscellaneous 
equipment which complies with the pro¬ 
visions of §§ 18.11 to 18.16, inclusive, 
$518,101 to 18.108, inclusive, or §18.31 
for operation without a license may be 
operated without a station license. A 
license is required for any such equip¬ 
ment operated otherwise. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3591; Piled, May 1, 1957; 
8:53 a. m. J 


TITLE 50—WILDLIFE 

Chapter I—Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior 

Subchapter C—Management of Wildlife 
Conservation Areas 

Part 33—Central Region 

Subpart—Swan Lake National Wildlife 
Refuge, Missouri 


fishing 


Basis and purpose. On the basis of 
observations and reports of field repre¬ 
sentatives of the Bureau of Sport Fish¬ 
eries and Wildlife, it has been determined 
that fishing privileges may be allowed on 
the Swan Lake National Wildlife Refuge. 
Missouri, without interfering with the 
primary purpose of the area. 

Inasmuch as the following regulations 
are relaxations of the existing restric¬ 
tions applicable to the Swan Lake Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge, notice and public 
procedure thereon are unnecessary. The 
following subpart and sections are added 
and shall become effective immediately 
upon publication in the Federal Register 
(60 Stat. 237; 5 U. S. C. 1001 et seq.). 


Sec. 

33.221 

33.222 

33.223 

33.224 

33.225 

33.226 


Fishing permitted. 

Waters open to fishing. 

State fishing laws. 

Fishing licenses and permits. 
Use of boats. 

Entry. 


Aothority: 55 33.221 to 33.226 Issued un- 
Qer hec ‘ 10, 45 Stat. 1224; 16 U. S. C. 7151. 

JP*221 Fishing permitted. In ac- 
o? ce to® provisions of Parts 18 
21 of this chapter and subject to the 
t?wa e a l ? entsand stations of §§ 33.222 
w < 26 ’ inclusi ve, noncommercial fish- 
i.iff- accorc *ance with the laws and reg- 
ations of the State of Missouri is per- 
llecl during the daylight horns during 


Area I. The waters of Silver Lake except a 
designated area In secs. 32 and 33. T. 56 N.. 
R. 20 W., fifth principal meridian, and all the 
borrow pits in secs. 4. 5, 6. 7, and 8, T. 55 N., 
K. 20 W.. and sec. 31. T. 56 N.. R. 20 W.: Pro¬ 
vided, That fishing is prohibited from the 
natural shorelines in secs. 5 and 8, T. 65 N., 
R. 20 W., and In secs. 31, 32. and 33, T, 56 N., 
R. 20 W. 

Area II. The waters of Swan Lake west of 
the east Vis line of sec. 2. T. 55 N.. R. 21 W.. 
and west of the east Vis line of secs. 26 and 
35, T. 56 N., R. 21 W. 

5 33.223 State fishing laws. Any per¬ 
son who fishes within the refuge must 
comply with the applicable fishing laws 
and regulations of the State of Missouri. 

§ 33.224 Fishing licenses and permits. 
Any person who fishes within the refuge 
must have in his possession a valid fish¬ 
ing license issued by the State of Missouri 
if such license is required, which license 
shall serve as a Federal permit for fish¬ 
ing within the refuge. When requested 
to do so, the license must be exhibited to 
any representative of the Fish and Game 
Division of the State of Missouri Con¬ 
servation Commission authorized to en¬ 
force the game and fish laws of the State 
or to any representative of the Bureau 
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 

§ 33.225 Use of boats. The use of 
rowboats, canoes, and other similar 
floating devices is permitted only during 
the period and in the areas open to 
fishing. The use of motorboats, either 
inboard or outboard, is prohibited on all 
waters of the refuge except for official 
purposes. Persons may launch or land 
boats only in areas designated for that 
purpose: Provided, That boats are pro¬ 
hibited from landing on the natural 
shoreline of Silver Lake in secs. 5 and 8, 
T. 55 N., R. 20 W., and in secs. 31 and 
32. T. 56 N., R. 20 W. 

§ 33.226 Entry. Entry on and use of 
the refuge for any purpose are governed 
by Parts 18 and 21 of this chapter, and 
strict compliance therewith is required. 
Persons entering and leaving the refuge 
must follow such routes of travel as are 
designated by suitable posting by the 
refuge officer in charge. 

Issued at Washington, D. C.. and dated 
April 26,1957. 

D. H. Janzen, 
Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife . 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3566: Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:48 a. m. J 


Subchapter E—Alaska Wildlife Protection 

Part 46—Taking Animals, Birds, and 
Game Fishes 

emergency closures 

By notice of proposed rule making 
published on January 24, 1957 (22 F. R. 


478), the public was notified of a public 
hearing to be held by the Alaska Game 
Commission in Juneau, Alaska, on Feb¬ 
ruary 20, 1957, and was afforded an op¬ 
portunity to present views, data or argu¬ 
ments with respect to amendments to 
Part 46, Title 50, Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations. to be proposed for the purpose 
of specifying open seasons, means of 
taking, bag and possession limits, and 
other conditions to govern the taking of 
game and fur animals, birds, and game 
fishes in Alaska. The public was also in¬ 
vited to submit written views with 
respect to these matters to the Execu¬ 
tive Officer, Alaska Game Commission, 
Juneau, Alaska, on or before February 
18,1957. 

Among other recommendations yet to 
be considered, the Alaska Game Com¬ 
mission, during meetings held between 
the dates of February 18 and 23, 1957, 
recommended that the provisions of 
§ 46.151 be so amended and broadened as 
to permit prompt action to effect a 
temporary closure of an open season in 
any designated area and on any desig¬ 
nated species of big-game animals where 
adverse conditions occurring subsequent 
to prescribing such open season threaten 
to bring about an excessive kill of such 
animals. Accordingly, § 46.151 Emer¬ 
gency closures . Title 50, Code of Federal 
Regulations, is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 46.151 Emergency closures. If at 
any time during the open season pre¬ 
scribed for one or more species of big- 
game animals in one or more areas it 
appears (a) that human lives or prop¬ 
erty may be seriously endangered 
through the taking of such animals in 
any area, (b) that excessive killing of 
such animals may result from taking 
them when concentrated near highways, 
or (c) that because of an unforeseeable 
substantial increase in hunting pressure 
or other intervening factors a continua¬ 
tion of the open season may seriously 
endanger such animals in any area, the 
Director may close the affected area or 
areas to the taking of one or more species 
of big-game animals for such periods as 
may be deemed necesary to alleviate the 
hazard to lives or property or to insure 
the preservation and proper manage¬ 
ment of the breeding stocks. The facts 
concerning the existence of an emer¬ 
gency condition in any area which re¬ 
quires the closing of the season and the 
period of time during which the season 
shall be closed will be ascertained by the 
Director and announced through publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register and by 
suitable posting in the area or areas 
where the emergency exists. Any period 
of time for which an emergency closure 
is effected may be shortened and the area 
or areas reopened to hunting by similar 
publication upon a finding that the par¬ 
ticular emergency condition no longer 
exists. 

(Sec. 9, 43 Stat. 743, as amended; 48 U. S. C. 
198) 

Since it may become necessary to take 
action of the nature authorized under 
the foregoing amendment to meet emer¬ 
gency conditions which may arise when 
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brown, grizzly and black bears emerge 
from hibernation from about the middle 
to the latter part of April, and hunting 
for these species is resumed, this amend¬ 
ment shall become effective upon publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D. C., and 
dated April 26, 1957. 

Hatfield Chilson, 
Acting Secretary of the Interior . 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3565; Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:47 a. in.J 


Subchapter F—Alaska Commercial Fisheries 

Part 111— Prince William Sound Area 

Part 115— Southeastern Alaska Area 
Salmon Fisheries, General Regula¬ 
tions 

Part 122— Southeastern Alaska Area, 
Clarence Strait District Salmon 
Fisheries 

miscellaneous amendments 

Basis and purpose. It has been deter¬ 
mined with respect to the regulations 
governing the commercial fisheries of 
Alaska that more precise descriptions of 
certain trap location sites in Prince Wil¬ 
liam Sound and Southeastern Alaska are 
desirable and that a liberalization in the 
bag limit on personal use fishing for king 
salmon with hook and line in Southeast¬ 
ern Alaska may be permitted. Accord¬ 
ingly, Parts 111, 115, and 122, Sub¬ 
chapter F, are amended as indicated 
below: 

1. Paragraph (z) of I 111.11 (22 F. R. 
1383) is amended to read as follows: 

S 111.11 Areas open to traps. • • • 
(z) Western coast of Montague Island: 
Within 2,500 feet of a point at 60 degrees 
00 minutes 32 seconds north latitude, 147 
degrees 38 minutes 8 seconds west 
longitude. 

2. Paragraph (b) of § 115.50 (22 F. R. 
2047) is amended to read as follows: 

§ 115.50 Restrictions on taking king 
salmon by hook and line. • * • 

(b) A bag limit of either (1) 50 
pounds and one fish, or (2) three fish, 
whichever is less restrictive. 

3. Paragraph (d) of § 122.8 (22 F. R. 
1385) is amended to read as follows: 

§ 122.8 Areas open to traps. • * • 
(d) East Island: East coast within 
2,500 feet of a point at 56 degrees 9 
minutes 40 seconds north latitude, 132 
degrees 53 minutes 31 seconds west longi¬ 
tude. 

Since the foregoing amendment of 
Part 115 has the effect of relieving re¬ 
strictions on personal use fishing for 
king salmon with hook and line, notice 
and public procedure on the amendment 
is unnecessary and it shall become effec¬ 
tive upon publication in the Federal 
Register. The amendments in Parts 
111 and 122 shall become effective thirty 
days after publication in the Federal 
Register, and shall remain in effect 
through December 31, 1957. 

(60 Stat. 237; 5 U. S. C. 1001 et seq.) 


(Sec. 1, 43 Stat. 4C4 as amended; 48 U. S. C. 
221 ) 

Hatfield Chilson, 
Acting Secretary of the Interior . 

April 25, 1957. ^ 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3507; Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:45 a. m.) 

TITLE 49—TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter I—Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

Subchapter B—Carriers by Motor Vehicle 
| Ex Parte No. MC-37J 
Part 170— Commercial Zones 

MEMPHIS, TENN., COMMERCIAL ZONE 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Division 1, held at its 
office in Washington, D. C., on the 15th 
day of April A. D. 1957. 

It appearing that on November 26, 
1946, the Commission, Division 5, made 
and filed its first report, 46 M. C. C. 665, 
and order in the above-numbered pro¬ 
ceeding establishing a mileage-popula¬ 
tion formula for the definition of the 
limits of the zone adjacent to and com¬ 
mercially a part of every municipality in 
the United States, with certain excep¬ 
tions which did not include Memphis, 
Term., 

It further appearing that by petition 
dated July 22,1955, Montana Ferroalloys, 
Inc., by petition filed July 28, 1955, Cor- 
dox Corporation, by petition dated July 
21, 1955, Grace Chemical Company and 
by petition dated September 8, 1955, E. I. 
du Pont de Nemours and Company each 
seek redefinition and extension of the 
Memphis, Term., commercial zone limits; 

It further appearing that a notice of 
proposed rule making affecting the Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn., commercial zone limits was 
issued on October 2, 1956, and published 
in the Federal Register at 21 F. R. 7654; 

And it further appearing that section 
203 (b) (8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act (49 U. S. C. 303 (b) (8)) and the 
transportation of passengers and prop¬ 
erty by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, wholly within a mu¬ 
nicipality or between contiguous mu¬ 
nicipalities, or within a zone adjacent 
to and commercially a part of such mu¬ 
nicipality being under consideration, and 
good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered , That said proceeding in¬ 
sofar as it relates to the zone adjacent to 
and commercially a part of Memphis, 
Tenn., be, and it is hereby, reopened for 
further consideration; 

It is further ordered, That Part 170 
be, and it is hereby, amended by adding 
thereto the following section: 

8 170.33 Memphis, Tenn. That zone 
adjacent to and commercially a part of 
Memphis, Tenn., within which transpor¬ 
tation by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, not under a common 
control, management, or arrangement 
for a continuous carriage or shipment to 
or from a point beyond the zone, is par¬ 
tially exempt, under section 203 (b) (8) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act (49 
U. S. C. 303 (b) (8)) from regulation, 
includes, and is comprised of, all points 
as follows: 


(a) The municipality of Memphis, 
Tenn., itself. 

(b) All points within a line drawn 5 
miles beyond the corporate limits of 
Memphis, Tenn. 

(c) All points in that part of Shelby 
County, Tenn., north of the line de¬ 
scribed in paragraph (b) of this section, 
bounded by a line as follows: Beginning 
at the intersection of the line described 
in paragraph (b) of this section and U. S. 
Highway 51 north of Memphis, thence 
northeasterly along U. S. Highway 51 for 
approximately 3 miles to its intersection 
with Lucy Road, thence easterly along 
Lucy Road for approximately 1.4 miles to 
its intersection with Chase Road, thence 
northerly along Chase Road for approxi¬ 
mately 0.6 mile to its intersection with 
Lucy Road thence easterly along Lucy 
Road for approximately 0.8 mile to its in¬ 
tersection with Main Road, thence south¬ 
easterly along Main Road approximately 
0.3 mile to its intersection with Amherst 
Road, thence southerly and easterly 
along Amherst Road for approximately 
0.8 mile to its intersection with Raleigh- 
Millington Road, thence southerly along 
Raleigh-Millington Road for approxi¬ 
mately 2 miles to its intersection with the 
line described in paragraph (b) of this 
section north of Memphis; 

<d) All of any municipality any part 
of which is within the limits of the com¬ 
bined areas described in paragraphs (b) 
and (c) of this section. 

And it is further ordered , That this or¬ 
der shall become effective on June 3, 
1957, and shall continue in effect until 
the further order of the Commission. 
(49 Stat. 546, amended; 49 U. S. C. 304. In¬ 
terprets or applies 49 Stat. 543, as amended, 
544, as amended; 49 U. S. C. 302, 303) 

By the Commission, Division 1. 

[seal! Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3585; Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:52 a. m.J 

TITLE 14—CIVIL AVIATION 

Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Admin¬ 
istration, Department of Commerce 
(Arndt. 246] 

Part 609— Standard Instrument 
Approach Procedures 

PROCEDURE ALTERATIONS 

The standard instrument approach 
procedure alterations appearing herein¬ 
after are adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote 
safety. Compliance with the notice, 
procedures, and effective date provisions 
of section 4 of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act would be impracticable ana 
contrary to the public interest, ana 
therefore is not required. 

Part 609 is amended as follows: 

Note: Where the general classification (LFR, 
VAR. ADF. ILS, RADAR, or VOR). location, 
and procedure number (If any) of any proce¬ 
dure In the amendments which follow, are 
Identical with an existing procedure, that 
procedure Is to be substituted for the exist¬ 
ing one, as of the effective date given, to tne 
extent that It differs from the existing pro¬ 
cedure; where a procedure Is cancelled, tne 
existing procedure Is revoked; new procedure 
are to be placed In appropriate alphabetical 
sequence within the section amended. 
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1. The low frequency range procedures prescribed in 5 609.6 are amended to read in part: 

LFR Standard.Instrument Approach Procedure 

Brering*. headings. courses and radial* are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above tyne is conducted at the below named airport, It shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
nnkss an approach Is conducted In accordance with a different proeedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. Initial approaches shall bo 
nude over *i>ecifiod route*. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route o|>eration in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engln 

65 knots 
or less 

e or less 

More than 
65 knots 

More than 
2-engine, 
more tluui 
65 knots 

CHW-VOR.-. 

CUW-LFR. 

Direct. 

2500 

T-dn.. 

C-dn. 

A-dn_ 

300-1 

1500-2 

1500-2 

ill 

200-tx 

1500-2 

1500-2 


Procedure turn N side W ers, 280 Outbnd, 100 Inbud, 3000' within 10 ml. (Nonstandard to avoid traffic on V-4). 

Minimum altitude over facility on Anal approach era, 2500'. 

Cm and distance, facility to airport, 112—0.3. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimum* or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 ml, make a left turn and climb to 3000' on \V era 

within 3) mi. 

Note: Shuttle on W era descending to 3000* within 10 ml. 

City, Charleston; State, W Va; Airport Name, Kanawha County; Kiev, 9RI'; Fac Class, 8BRAZ; Ident, COW; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 6; Eft Date, 25 May 57; Sap Arndt 

No. 5; Dated, 27 Apr 67 


Fort Mill FM (Final). 

CLT-LFR . 

Direct. 

Direct.. 

1600 

2100 

T-du 

300-1 

400-1 

800-2 

ill 

200-tj 
500-Hi 
800-2 

Charlotte VOR ,._ . 

CLT-LFR. 

C-dn 




A-dn... 

P 






Procedure turn E side S ers, 178 Outbnd, 368 Inhnd, 2100' within 10 mL 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, 1(300'. 

Crsand distance, facility to airf>ort, 368—1.5. 

If visual contAct not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 1.5 ml. climb to 2500 on N ers within 20 ml or when 
directed by ATC. turn ritfit, climb to 2900 on E ers within 20 mi. 

Note: 1110 MSL tower located 2.8 mi SK of LFK station and 2.0 tni E of 8 era. 

City, Charlotte; State, N C; Airport Name, Douglas; Elev, 748'; Fac Class, SBMKLZ; Ident, CLT; Procedure No 1, Arndt 9; Eff Date, 25 May 1957; Sup Arndt No. 8; Dated, 

23 Jul 55 


CLL-VOR___ 

BYT-LFR. 

Direct_ 

1500 

T-dn. . 

300-1 

7UO-2 

800-2 

300-1 

700-2 

800-2 

200-ti 

700-2 

800-2 




C-dn.. 

A-dn. 







Procedure turn W side of NW era, 315 Outbnd, 135 Inbnd. 1700' within 10 ml. 

Minimum nltitude over facility ou final approach era, 1100'. 

Crsand distance, facility to airport, 113—10.1. 

If visual contact not established uj»on descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 10.0 ml, climb to 1600' on SE era within 20 ml. 

c 9y, College Station; State, Texas; Airport Name, Easterwood; Elev, 320'; Foe Class, SBMKLZ; Ident, BYT; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 3; Eff Date, 25 May 57; Sup Arndt 

No. 2; Dated, 22 Apr 54 


Duboia VOR.. 


DBS-LFR. 

Direct. 

7000 

T-d. 

500-1 




T-n. 

600-2 





O-d. 

800-1 





C-n... 

800-2 





A-dn. 

800-2 



Procedure turn E side S course, 152 Outbnd, 332 Inbnd, 7,000' within 10 mL 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, 6,000'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport. 832—1.5. 

In 30inUM™b!^ upon descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 1.5ml, turn left, climb to 7000' on ere 152 Outbnd with- 

Not authorized for air carrier use. Airjrort unattended and frequently in poor condition. 

City, Dubois; State, Idaho; Airport Name, Dubois; Elev, 5123'; Fac Class, SBKAZ; Ident, DBS; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 4; Eff Date, 25 May 57; Sup Arndt No. 3; Dated, 

12 Mar 55 


Hartford VOR. 

HFI) LFR . 

Direct 

2000 

1400 

1000 

T-dn 

300-1 

600-1 

300-1 

600-1}$ 

800-2 


Mur! boro KM_ 

IIFD LFR (final)... 

Dlroet 

C-dn 


int*. 

HFD LFR (final)... 

Direct 

A-On 

800-2 








farlry Int: Int R-015 1IFD VOR A SE era RFD LFR. 

P|S»<»ure turn E side 8E era, 143 Outbnd, 323 Inbnd, 200T Y within 10 ml. 
i unimuni altitude over facility on final approach era, 1400' (1000 authorized from Farley Int.), 
j rs and distance, facility to airport. 009—1.9. 

^iithlMOnn ti<Ct uot eslaWis hed u J >ou descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 1.9 ml, make a right climbing turn to 2000* on SE 
^'TE: Air carrier operations not authorized. 

Clty ’ East Hartford; State, Conn; Airport Name, Rentscheler Fid; Kiev, 4V; Fac Class, SBMRAZ; Ident, IIFD; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 1; Eff Date, 25 May 57; Sup Arndt 

No. Orlg; Dated, 29 Apr 54 


f»o R R BD/KM . 

tot ILS NK ers A W ers LFrUITIIIII 


ELP-LFR (Final) _ 

Direct. 

•6000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

ELP-LFR_. 

Direct.... 

6000 

C-dn............ 

400-1 

500-1 

ELP-I.FIt_ 

Direct.._........ 

6000 

B-dn-26_ 

400-1 

400-1 

ELP-LFR. 

Direct. 

6000 

A-du-26. 

800-2 

800-2 


200-H 

600-114 

400-1 

800-2 


lw? taln 7(xxy !,nlU 5 ml w of Hueoo Mt FM/RBn. If neither Hueoo Mt FM or RBn received, maintain 8000' to El Paso LFR. 

Mbu™ tl ffP 8 sW<? of era, «78 Outbnd, 258 Inbnd, 6600' within 10 ml Beyond 10 mi NA.I (non-standard due to terrain N). 

Ci?i?V?.J5 lmudo ov * r facility on final approach ere, 5000'. 
distance, facility to airport. 258-4.0. 

% mi. WUttl °° ntact “of established upon dcsceut to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 4.0 mi turn left to 125, climb to 5000' on 8 ers within 
#c action: High terrain 9.5 ml E of El Paso LFR. 

Ity> E1 Pa »: State.Tex; Airport Name, International; Elev, 3936'; Fac Class, 8BR AZ; Ident, ELP; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 11; Eff Date. 25 May 57; 8up Arndt No. 10; Dated, 

Ho. 85_3 20 MayW 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


LFR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure— Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitudo 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-encine. 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

HurtCnrd VOR . , _ 

HFD-LFR. 

Direct. 

2000 

1400 

1000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

600-1 

800-2 

300-1 

900-1 

1000-2 

300-H 

*00-1)4 

1000-2 

Marlboro FM. 

IIFD-LFR (final). 

Direct_....... 

C—dn 

Farley Int#__ ...._ 

HFD-LFR (final). 

Direct. 

A-dn. 






fFarlcy Int: Int R-015 HFD-VOR A 8 E crs IIFD LFR. 

Procedure turn E side SE ers, 143 Outbnd, 323 Inbnd. 2000' within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1400' (1000 authorised from Farley Int.). 

Crs and distance, facility to air(>ort, 3*23 — 2.1. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorised landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 2.1 mi, turn right and climb to 2000' on SE crs within 
10 ml. 

Air Carrier Note: No reduction In take-off minimums authorised. 

City, Hartford; State, Conn; Airport Name, Brainard Field; Kiev, 18'; Fac Class, 8BMRAZ; Ident, HFD; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 3; Eff Date, 25 May 57; 

Sup Arndt No. 2; Dated, 20 Apr 54 






T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

20O-)j 





C-dn. 

500-1 

000-1 

6UO-114 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side NE crs, 033° Outbnd, 213° Inbnd, 1700' within 15 miles (NA beyond 15 miles). 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1200'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 158—2.6. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished within 2.G miles, make a climbing left turn to 338°. Ho d at 
2000' on NW crs In a one-minute pattern—all turns to the left. 

City, Merced; State, Calif; Airport Name, Merced; Elev, 155'; Fac Class. MRAWZ: Ident, MER; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 4; Eff Date, 25 May 57; Sup Arndt No. 3, Dated. 

20 Nov 54 


Lav ton FM. 

8LC-LFR (Final). 

Direct. 

4900 

•T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

Salt Lake City VOR. 

8LC-LFR. 

Direct.-. 

10000 

C-dn. 

500-1 

600-1 




S-dn-16L. 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


WH* 

Goo-m 

400-1 

800-2 


•500-2 required for take-ofT Runway 7. 

Procedure turn W side N crs, 329 Outbnd, 149 Inbnd, 7500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 4900'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 163—2.3 to Rny 10L; (180—2.0 to Rny lflR). 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.3 miles, climb to 11,000' on W crs SLO LFR within 
20 mi. 

Shuttle: To 10,000' on N crs within 10 miles. All turns W of ers. 

Caution: 5000' terrain 3 ml E of LFR. High terrain 8 mi E of N and S courses, and W of S crs of LFR and to 8 of LFR. 4541' radio tower 1.3 ml SE of LFR. 

City, Salt Lake City; State, Utah; Airport Name, Salt Lake City No. 1: Kiev. 4222'; Fac Class, SBRAZ; Ident, SLC; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 6; Eff Date, 25 May 57, Sup 

Arndt No. 5; Dated, 6 Apr 57 


2. The very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.9 are amended to read in part: 


VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and rodials arc magnetic. Elevations and altitudes arc in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport. It shall be In accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach Is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airjM)rt authorized by the Administrator of ClvU Aeronautics. Initial approaches shall bo 
made over specified routes Minimum altitudes sliall correspond with those established for e.n route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

At inimum 
altitude 
(feet) 

Condition 

2-engino or less 

More than 
2-eiifine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Int R-254 INK it R-325 CNM. 

CNM-VOR. 

Direct_ 

5000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

500-1 

500-2 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

500-2 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-lJi 

500-2 

400-1 

800-2 




C-d.. 

C—n—........._ 

S-dn-32L..._ 

A-dn. 

Procedure turn East side of crs, 145 Outbnd. 325 Inbnd, 5000' within 10 ml. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 4200'. 

Crs it distance, facility to ain>ort 325°—4.6. 

If visual contact not established u]>on descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.6 miles, turn right climbing to 5000' on R-050 within 
20 miles. 

Air Carrier Note: Runways 3-21 and 14R-32Lonly authorized for night operation. 

Caution: Unllghted hill 200' above airport elevation approximately mi NW of airport. 

City, Carlsbad; State, N Mex; Airport Name, Carlsbad; Kiev, 3276'; Fac Class, BVOR; Ident, CNM; Procedure No. j. Arndt 3; Eff Date, 25 May 57; Sup Arndt So. Z 

Dated, 12 Jul 54 

Charlotte LFR.. 

CLT-VOR. 

Direct. 

2100 

T-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

800-2 

200-Ji 

500-1M 
800-2 



C-dn* .... 

A-dn*.. 


Procedure turn K side of crs, 186 Outbnd, 006 Inbnd, 2000' within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, CLT VOR 1600'; GLT LFR-Z 1600'*. 

“If LFR-Z not identified descent bolow 1600' NA and minima become 900-2. 

Urs and distance, facility to airport. 006—13.3 from CLT-VOR; 006—1.5 from CLT-LFR-Z. ( . , 

. If }l su ® 1 rontiK't not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 1.5 ml, climb to 2300' on R-006 or when directs 
by ATO: Turn right, climb to 2900' on R -040 within 20 mi. 

Caution: 1110' M8L tower located 4 mi SK of LFR and 3 ml E of final approach crs. 

City, Charlotte; State, X C; Airport Name, Douglas; Kiev, 748'; Fac Class, BVOR: Ident, CLT; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 2; Eff Date, 26 May 57; Sup Arndt No. 1; Dated, 34 

Dec 55 
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YOU Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—C ontinued 



Transition 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engino or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

BYT-LFR __.__ 

CLL-VOR. 

Direct... 

HIS 

T-dn 

300-1 
500-1 
400-1 
8(H)-2 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

!!!! 

M 

snook RBn______ 

CLL-VOR. 

Direct. 

C-dn 

Stone Int* (via era 113)... 

CLL-VOR (Final). 

Direct. 

8-dn-l0 

frisman Int** (via ers 080)....___..... 

CLL-VOR (Final). 

Direct. 

A-dn_... 






Procedure turn S side of era, 278 Outbnd, 098 Inbnd 1500' within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, 900'. 

On and distance, facility to airport, 098—2.5. 

•Stone Int: tat R-293 & fHV era BYT-LFR. 

"Crisman Int: tat U-260 A 8W era BYT-LFR. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimum* or If landing not accomplished within 2.5 ml, climb to 1500' on R-118 within 20 nil of YOU 


City, College Station; State, Tex; Airport Name, Easterwood; Kiev, 320'; Fac Clara, BVOR; Idont, CLL; Frocedure No. 1, Arndt 1; Eff Date, 25 May 57; Sup Arndt No. Orlir: 

Dated, 9 Mar 57 


Bryan LFR. 


CLL-VOR. 

Direct. 

1500 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200- 




C-dn. 

500-1 

500-1 

500-Di 




S-dn-28. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 




A-du.. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side of era, 098 Outbnd, 278 Inbnd, 1500' within 10 mi of Int#. • 

Minimum altitude on final approach era over Int#, mao'. 

Crs and distance, Int# to airport, 278—2.4. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.4 mi of Int#, turn left, climb to 1500' ou K-118 within 

20 ml. 

#Int U-118 CLL A Bmg. 230 to Snook RBn. 

None: Procedure authorized only for aircraft equipped to receive CLL VOR and SOK RBn bearings simultaneously. 

Pity, College Station; State, Tex; Airport Name. Easterwood; Elev. 320'; Fac Class, BVOR MHW; Ident, CLL SOK; Procedure No. 2, Arndt 2; EfI Dutc, 25 May 57; Sup 

Arndt No. 1; Dated, 18 May 57 


Robots LFR. 


DBS-VOR. 

Direct. 

7000 

T-d. 

500-1 





T-n. 

500-2 





C-<1. 

800-1 





C-n. 

800-2 





A-dn. 

800-2 



Procedure turn E side era. 152 Outbnd, 332 Inbnd, 700iV within 10 ml 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, 6000'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 330—4.0. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landtag not accomplished within 4.0 mi, turn left, climb to 7000' on R-152 within 20 mi. 
Not authorized lor air carrier use. Airport unattended and frequently in poor condition. 

City, Dubois; State, Idaho; Alrjx>rt Name, Dubois; Elev, 5123'; Fac Class, BVOR: Ident, DBS; Procedure No. 1, Amdt 1; EfI Date, 25 May 57; Sup Amdt No. Orig; Dated, 

12 Mar 55 


El Paso LFR.. 

Huron Mt RBn or FM_ 

Newman VOR. 


ELP-VOR. 

Direct___ 

5000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

KLP-VOR (Final)*. 

Direct__._ 

5000 

C-dn. 

40*1-1 

500-1 

KLP-VOR. 

Direct.. 

6000 

S—dn—26......... 

400-1 

400-1 




A-du.. 

800-2 

800-2 


200-H 

500-Di 

4O0-I 

800-2 


Maintain 7000' until 5 ml W of Hucoo Mt RBn or FM. If Ilueco Ml RBn or FM not received maintain 8000' until over KLP-VOR. 

Procedure turn 8 side of era, 080 Outbnd, 260 Inbnd, 0500' within 10 mi. Beyond 10 ml NA.# (Nonstandard due to terrain north). 

{Cautiox: High terrain 9.0 ml K of K1 Paso VOR. 

Minimum altitude over facility on Anal approach era, 5000'. 

Crt and distance, facility to airport, 259—4.0. 

vlsua l contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.0 ml, turn left to 125 mag, climb to 5000', intercept 
>nd proceed on R-151 within 20 ml. 

£ 1 Paso; Shite, Tex; Airport Name, International; Elev, 3936'; Fac Class. BVOR: Ident, ELP; Procedure No. 1, Amdt 7; Efl Dale, 25 May 57; Sup Amdt No. 6; 

Dated 6 Jan 57 


3. The terminal very high frequency omnirange (TVOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.9 are amended to read in part: 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

tallies?* *) eadln RS. courses and radials are magnetic. Elevotions and altitudes are In feet M8L. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
If!2« » ot * ,erwfc!e lnt, i<»ted. except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

iinki* » lnst ‘ rumen t approach procedure of the above type Is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be In accordance with the following instrument approach procedure. 
tuadiMH 1 appro *J<* M conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. Initlul approaches shall bo 
over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

t 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


I'KOCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE 25 APRIL 1957. RUNWAY 1-19 CLOSED PERMANENTLY. 


( *7. New York; State, N Y; Airport Name, International; Elev, 12^; Fac Clara. VOR; Ident, IDL; Procedure No. TerVOR-1, Amdt 4; Eff Date, 11 May 57; Sup Amdt No. 3; 

Dated. 23 Feb 57 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—C ontinued 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englnc or less 

More Hum 
2-engine, 
more Unit 
65 knolt 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

EVV-VOR. 

OW'B-VOR. 

Direct__ 

2000 

2000 

2000 

T-dn_ 

306-1 

000-1 

806-2 

306-1 

600-1 

800-2 

200-1: 

«XHh 

MO-2 

Int R-077 EVV A R-358 OWB . 

OWB-VOR. 

Direct.. 

C-d li... 

Int p-M? KVV A R-17R OWB _ 

OW'B-VOR.. 

Direct.. 

A-tin. .. 





Procedure turn south side of ers, 217 Outbnd, 037 Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1000'. 

Crs. and distance, breakofl ix>i»t to appr. end of Rwy 5, 048°—0.7. 

If visual contact not established uf>on descent to authorized landing minimums of If landing not accomplished within 0 miles, climb to 2000' on R-050 within 10 ml. Revera 
course and return to OWB-VOR at 2000'. 

Ca ution: 820' tower 2 mi north of airport. 840' tower 3 ml east of airport. 

Facility owned and operated by Owensboro-Daviess County Airport Board. 

City, Owensboro; State, Ky; Airport Name, Owensboro-Daviess; Elev, 407'; Fac Class, VOR: Ident, OWB; Procedure No. TerVOR-6, Orlg; Eff Date, 25 May 57 


KVV-VOR ... 

Int R-077 EVV A R-858 OWB... 
Int R-142 EVV A R-178 OWB.. 


OW'B-VOR. 

Direct... 

2000 

T-dn. 

306-1 

306-1 

OWB-VOR... 

Direct._____ 

2000 

C-dn____ 

506-1 

506-1 

OW'B-VOR. 

Direct. 

2000 

A-dn.. 

806-2 

806-2 





ano-ts 

aowji 

800-2 


Procedure turn East side of ers, 178 Outbnd, 358 Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, WW. 

Course and distance, breakoff jxdnt to Rwy 35, 355°—0.7. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or If landing not accomplished, within 0 miles, climb to 2000' on R-358 within 10 miles. 
Reverse course and return to VOR at 2000'. 

Caution: 820' tower 2 ml North of uirport. 840' tower 3 mi East of airport. 

Facility owned and oj>erated by Owensboro-Daviess County Airport Board. 


City, Owensboro; State, Ky; Airport Name, Owensboro-Daviess; Elev, 407'; Fac Class, VOR; Ident, OWB; Procedure No. TerVOR-35, Orlg; Eff Date, 25 May 57 

4. The instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 609.11 are amended to read in part: 

IDS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radiate are magnetic. Elevations and altitude^ are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances arc In nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are In statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. Initial approaches shall be 
made over sjiecifled routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond wiUi those established for en route operation in the (mrticular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Celling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-cnginc or less 

More than 
2-englne, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or loss 

More than 
65 knots 

Annette LFR.... .. 

GVN... 

Direct_ 

4000 

•T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

206-it 

Guard Island Int# via ers 123__ 

Glide Slope Int (Final ILS)_ 

Direct__ 

4000 

•C-dn_ 

500-11* 

500-2 

500-2 

Guard Island Int# via ers 123... 

GVN (Final ADF). 

Direct_ 

4000 

S-dn-12 ILS_ 

300 ->2 

300-’a 

300-M 





A-dn: 







ADF. 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 





ILS. 

000-2 

600-2 

000-2 





ADF. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


•Runway 2-20 unlightcd, T-n NA; C-n NA. Runway 2. T-d 600-1- make Immediate left turn after takeoff, 
flnt of bearing 033 to Guard Island Rbn and N W ers Annette LFR. 

Procedure turn E side NW ers, 303 Outbnd, 123 Inbnd, 4000' within 10 mi (Nonstandard due to terrain**). , 

Minimum altitude at G. 8. int inbnd, 3000' IL8 (after procedure turn only); minimum altitude over GVN 3700' ADF (after procedure turn only); minimum altitude 
over ANN LFR, 800' ADF. 

Altitude of G. 8. and distance to appr end of my over GVN** 3521—0.8, over ANN LFR 710-1.6, at MM 358—0.5. 

••Caution: Glide slope angle set at 3.27° to obtain obstruct ion clearance. Terrain 3610' 5 mi ENE of airport and 1000' terrain within 2 mi of airport N thru K. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.6 ml of GVN (ADF) climb to 2800 on 8 ers Aniu*ne 
LFR within 20 miles. 


City, Annette; State, Alaska; Airport Name, Annette; Elev, UF; Fac Class, ILS I-ANN; Ident, FMUW-GVN; Procedure No. 1, Amdt 4, Comb ILS-ADF; EH Date, 25 

Apr 27; Sup Amdt No. 3; Dated, 13 Apr 57 


API VOR (ILS only)—via R-040_ 

Elmhurst Int_ __. _ 

API VOR via R-051.... 

NW ers ILS__ 

API VOR.. 

LOM _ _ 

Int NW ers ILS A R-051 API. 

LOM (Final). 

Elmhurst Int (ILS only)..... 

LOM (Final). 

Klein Int!._ ___ 

LOM. 

Like Shore Int..... 

LOM . ______ ........... ...... .. 

MDW' LFR via ers 200. 

NW Crs ILS. 

CGT VOR . 

MDW LFR. 

Gary VHF Int....... 

MDW LFR. 




Direct..._.... 

Direct_ 

Direct_ 

Direct.. 

Direct- 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct_ 

Direct_ 

Direct.. 


2300 

2300 

2300 

2300 

2300 

2500 

2500 

2300 

2000 

2000 


T-dn. 

C-d.. 

C-n. 

S-dn-13R 

@*ILS.. 

S-dn-13R and 
13L @ADF.. 
A-dn: 

IL8.. 

ADF. 


300-1 

300-1 

@500-1 
@500-1>2 

500-1 

500-1’i 

m-H 

m-H 

500-1 

506-1 

606-2 

600-2 

800-2 

800-2 


SS 

300-tf 

500-1 

000-2 

800*2 


Radar transition to final approach ers authorized. 

•500-1 required with glide slope Inoperative. _ ^ ria£ 

@On ADF approach or on ILS approach with glide slope Inoperative, 400' minimums authorized provided descent below 1100' MSL not made until past AUr Deaiu»* 
020/200 MDW LFR. 

Aircraft will be released for final approach without procedure turn on Inbnd final approach era at least 3.0 ml from MDW 1LS-LOM. 

Information for radar terminal area transition altitudes on Midway Radar procedure. 

Procedure turn W side of ers, 312 Outbnd, 132 Inbnd, 2300 w ithin 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at G. 8. int inbnd. 2300 ILS, minimum altitude over LOM inbnd final 1800 ADF. 

Altitude of G. S. and distance to approach end of Rny at OM 2255—6.1, at MM 868—0.7. , 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.1 miles of LOM (ADF), climb to 2fXX) or . 
altitude specified by ATC on SE ers ILS (132) proceed to Gary Int or, if directed by ATC: 1. Make right turn, climb to 2300 7 and proceed to EON VOR via R-Wl. - 
to 2000' and proceed via 8E ers MDW' LFR to Lansing Int. 

City, Chicago; State, Ill; Airport Name, Midway; Elev, 618'; Fac Class, ILS I-MDW; Ident, LOM-MD; Procedure No. 1, Amdt 14, Comb ILS-ADF; EfI Date, 25 M»y * 

Sup Amdt No. 13; Dated, 23 Mar 57 







































































































FEDERAL REGISTER 


3123 


Thursday, May 2, 1957 


5. The radar procedures prescribed in § 609.13 are amended to read in part: 

Radar Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bwinp*. headings, courses and radials arc magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are In feet, MSL. Ceilings are In feet above airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 
mill* unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If a radar instrument approach is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument procedure, unless an approach is conducted 
in accordance with a different procedure for such airnort authorized by the Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. Initial approaches shall be marie over specified routes. Mini¬ 
mum altitude(s) shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. Positive identification must be established with l ho 
radar controller. From initial contact with radar to final authorised landing minimums, the instructions of the radar controller are mandatory except when (A) vLsual contact 
established on final approach at or before descent to the authorized landing minimums, or (B) at pilot’s discretion If it appears desirable to discontinue the approach, exwpl 
when the radar controller may direct otherwise prior to final approach, a missed approach shall be executed as provided below when (A) communication on final approach is 
lost for more than 5 seconds during a precision approach or for more than 30 seconds during a surveillance approach; (B) directed by radar controller; (C> visual contact is not 
e^abtished upon descent to authorized landing minimums; or (D) if landing is not accomplished. 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More thnn 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


090. 

Within 20 ml. 

2500 


Precision Ap 

proach 


AD oth4*r nctdff-n -____ 

Radar site. 

20 mi . 

2000 

S-dn-4*.1 

3r )0-W 

1 20(M<I 

| 200-1$ 

>, W |’ti KW R-LF R _ _ 

Radar silo______ 

15 uiL. 

1500 

A-dn-4 



| <500-2 





Surveillance A pprouch 





T-dn#.. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-1$ 





C-dn%. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1'$ 





C-dn-22. 

900 1 

900-1 

900-U $ 





8-dn%.. 

000-1 

600-1 

600-1 





8~dn~22. 

900-1 

900-1 

900-1 





A-dn%. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 





A-dn-22. 

900-2 

900-2 

900-3 


5 

Radar terminal area transition altitudes—all bearings are from the radar site with sector azimuths progressing clockwise. 

% Runways 4-11-29. 

•Runway 4 only— 200}$ or runway visual range of 2600'; provided, that approaches conducted on the basis of reported runway visual range shall be governed by the follow¬ 
ing: 0) All components of the approach lights and high intensity runway lights shall be in normal operation and (2) descent below the authorized landing minimum altitude of 
218' MSL shall not be made unless (a) visual contact with the approach lights has been established or (b) the aircraft Is clear of clouds. 

# Runway 4 only—runway visual range of 2600' may be utilized In lieu of 200-J4 when 200-ti Is authorized. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing mimimums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 1000' on NE era Newark LFR, then make left 
climbing turn to 3UU0' direct to Paterson RBn, or when directed by ATC, make climbing left turn to 2000' direct to Chatham RBu. 

City, Newark; State, N J; Airport Name, Newark; Kiev, 18'; Fac Class, Newark; Ident, Radar; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 9; Eff Date, 25 May 57; Sup Arndt No. 8; 

Dated, 6 Apr 57 

These procedures shall become effective on the dates indicated on the procedures. 

(Sec. 205, 52 Stat. 984, as amended; 49 U. S. C. 425. Interpret or apply sec. 601, 52 Stat. 1007, as amended; 49 U. S. C. 551) 


[SEALl 

April 25, 1957. 


TITLE 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

[Docket 0561) 

Part 13—Digest of Cease and Desist 
Orders 

SALADMASTER SALES, INC. AND HARRY 
LEMMONS 

Subpart— Advertising falsely or mis - 
leadingly ; § 13.25 Competitors and their 
product; Competitors’ products; § 13.- 
1,0 Qualities or properties of product or 
service; § 13.205 Scientific or other rele¬ 
vant facts. Subpart —Furnishing means 
and instrumentalities of misrepresenta- 
UOn or deception: $ 13.1055 Furnishing 
means and instrumentalities of misrep- 
r esentation or deception. 

{Sec- 8; 38 Stat. 721; 15 U. S. C. 48. Interpret 
" »pply sec. 6, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
urn.t C ' 45 ' I Cease and desist order, Salad- 
»5ier Sales. Inc., et al., Dallas. Texas. 
°°cket 6561, Apr. 18, 1957) 

ln fhe Matter of Saladmaster Sales, Inc., 
Corporation, and Harry Lemmons. 

Corporati ly *** QS Gn 0fficer °* Said 

inPl iS proceedin & was heard by a hear- 
Comm- an ? iner on the complaint of the 
in S on charging a corporate seller 
fakAhf Texas * with representing 
y. through personal solicitation of 


William B. Davis, 

Acting Administrator of Civil Aeronautics. 


[P. R. Doc. 57-3562; Filed, May 1, 1957; 8:47 a. m. 


its distributors and their agents and ex¬ 
tensive advertising and suggested sales 
talks, that use of its aluminum and stain¬ 
less steel cookware and the “waterless” 
method of cooking would assure good 
health, that other utensils and cooking 
methods would destroy vitamins and 
minerals and cause a variety of serious 
ailments; and that use of its food-shred¬ 
ding device was necessary to preserve the 
minerals and vitamins in fruits and 
vegetables. 

Following entry of an agreement con¬ 
taining a consent order, the hearing ex¬ 
aminer made his initial decision and or¬ 
der to cease and desist which became on 
April 18 the decision of the Commission. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That the respondents 
Saladmaster Corporation, formerly 
Saladmaster Sales, Inc., a corporation, 
and Harry Lemmons, individually and as 
an officer of Saladmaster Corporation, 
their representatives, agents, and em¬ 
ployees, directly or through any cor¬ 
porate or other device in connection with 
the offering for sale, sale or distribution 
in commerce, as “commerce” is defined 
in the Federal Trade Commission Act. of 
their device used for peeling and 
shredding food, and also of their alu¬ 
minum and stainless steel cookware, or 
any other products of substantially sim¬ 
ilar composition, design, construction or 
purpose, do forthwith cease and desist 


1 


from representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation : 

1. That the loss or damage of food ele¬ 
ments by reason of the use of any cook¬ 
ing utensil and any method of cooking, 
commonly employed, will adversely af¬ 
fect the health of persons consuming 
food thus prepared, except in the cases 
of those persons who are deficient in the 
food elements lost or damaged or are on 
the borderline; 

2. That the use of respondents’ cook¬ 
ing utensils and the waterless method 
of cooking, in preparing food, will pre¬ 
vent any disease or condition of ill 
health, except those that may arise by 
reason of deficiencies in food elements 
that may be preserved by such use, in the 
cases of persons who are deficient in such 
food elements or are on the borderline; 

3. That the use of respondents’ peeling 
and shredding device is necessary to pre¬ 
serve the minerals and vitamins con¬ 
tained in fruits and vegetables; 

4. That minerals are appreciably dam¬ 
aged or destroyed by heat in the use of 
any cooking utensil or any method of 
cookings 

5. That the vitamins contained in 
food, other than Vitamin C and some 
elements of the Vitamin B complex, are 
destroyed or damaged by heat when 
using any cooking utensil or any method 
of cooking or that Vitamin C and some 
elements of the Vitamin B complex are 
destroyed or damaged by heat, except 
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when subjected to prolonged high 
temperatures; 

6. That the loss of food elements by 
leaching in the cookwater has any sig¬ 
nificance from a nutritional standpoint, 
except as set out in Paragraphs 1 and 
2 hereof, provided that nothing herein 
shall prevent respondents from repre- 
resenting that more vitamins and min¬ 
erals are retained in food cooked in their 
utensils and using the waterless method 
of cooking than when cooked in other 
utensils requiring substantially larger 
quantities of water; 

7. That the use of respondents’ cook¬ 
ing utensils and the waterless method of 
cooking assures good health. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents Salad- 
master Corporation, a corporation, for¬ 
merly Saladmaster Sales, Inc., and Harry 
Lemmons, individually and as an officer 
of said corporation, shall, within sixty 
(60) days after service upon them of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which they have 
complied with the order to cease and 
desist. 

Issued: April 18, 1957. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-2491; Piled, May 1, 1957; 

8:45 a. m.j 


TITLE 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 

Appendix—Public Land Orders 
(Public Land Order 1414) 

[68027) 

Utah 

POWER SITE RESTORATION NO. 529; PAR¬ 
TIALLY REVOKING EXECUTIVE ORDER OF 
JANUARY 23, 1912, WHICH ESTABLISHED 
POWER SITE RESERVE NO. 243 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President by section 1 of the act of June 
25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847; 43 U. S. C. 141), 
and pursuant to Executive Order No. 
10355 of May 26, 1952, it is ordered as 
follows: 

The Executive order of January 23, 
1912, reserving certain lands in Utah 
for w r ater-power sites as Power Site 
Reserve No. 243, is hereby revoked so far 
as it affects the following described 
lands: 

Uinta Special Meridian 

T. 1 S.. R. 8 W., 

Sec. 5, lot 8. 

The area described contains 40 acres. 
The above described lands are undis¬ 
posed of opened lands of the Uintah and 
Ouray Indian Reservation restored to 
tribal ownership for use and benefit of 


the Ute Indian Tribe of the Uintah and 
Ouray Reservation in Utah, and added to 
and made a part of the existing reser¬ 
vation by the order of the Secretary of 
the Interior of August 25, 1945 (10 F. R. 
12409). 

Hatfield Chilson, 
Acting Secretary of the Interior, 

April 26, 1957. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3568; Filed, May 1. 1957; 
8:48 a. m.j 


[Public Land Order 1415) 

[Arizona 06110] 

Arizona 

REVOKING PUBLIC LAND ORDER NO. 1188 of 
JULY 19, 1955, WHICH WITHDREW PUBLIC 
LAND FOR USE OF BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS 
AS MATERIAL SITE AND ACCESS ROAD 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 29 I 

Tobacco Inspection 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

Notice is hereby given that the United 
States Department of Agriculture is con¬ 
sidering the issuance of amendments to 
the Official Standa rd G rades for Flue- 
cured Tobacco (7 CFR 29.301-29.399), 
pursuant to the authority contained in 
The Tobacco Inspection Act (49 Stat. 
731; 7 U. S. C. 511 et seq.). The amend¬ 
ments as hereinafter set forth provide 
for a rewording of Rule 11 and for an 
addition of a second quality in L and F 
colors only in the subgroup of Lugs in 
Rule 13. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with the pro¬ 
posed amendments should file the same 
with the Director, Tobacco Division, 
Agricultural Marketing Service, United 
States Department of Agriculture. 
Washington 25, D. C., not later than May 
20, 1957. 

The proposed amendments are as 
follows: 

1. Change § 29.397 to read as follows: 

§ 29.397 Rule 11. Any special factor 
symbol, approved for the purpose by the 
Director of the Tobacco Division of the 
Agricultural Marketing Service, may be 
used after a grade mark to show a pecul¬ 
iar side or characteristic of the tobacco. 
Interpretations, the use of the specifica¬ 
tions, and the meaning of terms, shall be 
in accordance with the determinations 
or clarifications made by the Chief of the 
Standards Branch and approved by the 
Director. The use of any grade may be 
restricted by the Director during any 


Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952, it is 
ordered as follows: 

Public Land Order No. 1188 of July 19, 
1955. which withdrew the following-de¬ 
scribed public lands in Arizona for use of 
the Bureau of Public Roads as a ma¬ 
terial site and access road, is hereby re¬ 
voked : 

Gila and Salt River Meridian 
T. 10 N.. R. 10 E.. 

Sec. 3, WV£SW» 4 NW» 4 ; 

Sec. 4, R&SEftNEft. 

The areas described aggregate 40 acres. 

The lands are within the Tonto Na¬ 
tional Forest and shall be opened, subject 
to valid existing rights and the require¬ 
ments of applicable law, to such applica¬ 
tions, selections, and locations as are per¬ 
mittee on national forest lands effective 
at 10:00 a. m. on June 1, 1957. 

Hatfield Chilson, 
Acting Secretary of the Interior. 

April 26. 1957. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3569; Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:48 a.m.] t 


marketing season, when it is found that 
the grade is not needed or appears in 
insufficient volume to justify making the 
grade. 

2. Change § 29.399 to read as follows: 

§ 29.399 Rule 13. Lugs of the second 
quality in L and F colors only, and Lugs 
of the third, fourth, and fifth qualities 
in L, F, and G colors which have the 
characteristics of Primings shall be made 
a subgroup of Lugs by substituting the 
letter ”P” for the group letter "X” in the 
grade symbol. 

(49 Stat. 734; U. S. C. 511 m) 

Dated: April 26, 1957. 

[seal] Roy W. Lennartson, 
j Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Services. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3582; Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:51 a. m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 

[21 CFR Part 120 1 

Tolerances and Exemptions from Tol¬ 
erances for Pesticide Chemicals In 
or on Raw Agricultural Commodities 

NOTICE OF FILING OF PETITION FOR ESTAB¬ 
LISHMENT OF TOLERANCES FOR RESIDUES 
OF DIELDRIN 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act <sec. 
408 (d) (1). 68 Stat. 512; 21 U. S. C. 346 a 
(d) (1)), the following notice is issued: 

A petition has been filed by Shell 
Chemical Corporation, 50 West Fiftieth 
Street, New York, New York, proposing 
the establishment of tolerances for resi¬ 
dues of dieldrin in or on raw agricultural 
commodities as follows: 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 









Thursday, May 2, 1957 

1 0.25 part per million in eggs of 
chickens: fat of meat from beef cattle, 
hogs, sheep, and poultry. 

2. 0.1 part per million in or on: Grain 
of field corn, popcorn, sweet corn, milo, 
and sorghum; com forage: sorghum 
forage; legume forage (including clovers, 
alfalfa, cowpea hay. lespedeza, lupines, 
peanut hay. pea-vine hay. soybean hay, 
and vetch); pasture grasses (including 
small grain forage). 

3. 0.02 part per million in milk. 

The analytical methods proposed in 
the petition for determining residues of 
dieldrin are the methods described in the 
Federal Register of April 15, 1955, page 
2486 (20 F. R. 2486). 

Dated: April 25. 1957. 

(seal! Robert S. Roe, 

Director, Bureau of Biological 
and Physical Sciences. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3543; Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:45 a. m.| 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Civil Aeronautics Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 1 ] 

Production Inspection System 
Standards 

notice of proposed rule making 

The production inspection standards 
in 51.15-5 of the Civil Aeronautics 
Manual have been found to be the neces¬ 
sary minimum standards for a satisfac¬ 
tory inspection system required by 5 1.15 

( d) of the Civil Air Regulations. There¬ 
fore. it is proposed to change 8 1.15-5 
from a CAA policy to a rule thus requir¬ 
ing manufacturer’s compliance with 
these standards as a prerequisite for the 
gaining of approval of their inspection 
systems. 

All interested persons who desire to 
submit comments and suggestions for 
consideration in connection with these 
proposed rules shall send them to the 
Director. Office of Flight Operations and 
Airworthiness, Civil Aeronautics Admin¬ 
istration, Washington 25. D. C., within 
30 days after publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register. 

§ 1.15-5 Production inspection system 
standards ( CAA rules which apply to 
5 115 (d)). The inspection system shall 
Provide for at least the following: 

f a) That all incoming materials and 
Purchased or subcontracted parts used 
fn the finished product are as specified 
m the type design data, or are suitable 
equivalents. 

<b) That all incoming materials and 
Purchased or subcontracted parts are 
identified, when the physical 
and chemical properties cannot be read- 
Jy and accurately determined. 

( c) That all materials subject to dam¬ 
age and deterioration are suitably stored 
and adequately protected. 

* 7 /. That all processes affecting the 
quanty and safety of the finished prod- 
ct accomplished in accordance with 
stablished industry or government 

specifications. 
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(e) That parts and components in 
process are inspected for conformity 
with type design data at points in pro¬ 
duction where accurate determinations 
can be made. 

(f) That current design drawings are 
readily available to manufacturing and 
inspection personnel, and used when 
necessary. 

(g) That design changes, including 
material substitutions, are controlled 
and approved before being incorporated 
in the finished product. 

(h> That rejected materials and parts 
are segregated and identified in such a 
manner as to preclude installation in the 
finished product. 

(i) That materials and parts withheld 
because of departures from design data 
or specifications, which are to be con¬ 
sidered for installation in the finished 
product, are processed through estab¬ 
lished materials review procedures (see 
$ 1.15-4 (b) >. 

(j) That inspection records are main¬ 
tained (see § 1.15-4 (c)). 

(k) That an acceptable flight test pro¬ 
cedure and flight test check-off list are 
provided in the case of an aircraft (see 
§ 1.15-4 (d)). 

(Sec. 205, 52 Stat. 984, as amended; 49 U. S. C. 
425. Interpret or apply secs. 601. 603. 1102. 
52 Stat. 1007. 1009. 1026, as amended; 49 
U. S. C. 551, 553, 672) 

[seal] William B. Davis, 

Actvig Administrator 
of Civil Aeronautics. 

April 25, 1957. 

1F. R. Doc. 57-3561; Filed. May 1, 1957; 
8:46 a. m.J 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Parts 1, 25 ] 

(Docket Nos. 10090. 11228; FCC 57-420] 
Practice and Procedure, Patents 

ANNUAL PATENT REPORTS AND DISCLOSURE OF 
PATENT POSITIONS 

In the matter of promulgation of 
rule governing the preparation and filing 
of patent reports annually, Docket No. 
10090; and in the matter of amendment 
of Part 1 of the Commission's rules to 
require disclosure of patent positions in 
rule making proceedings, Docket No. 
11228. 

1. The above rule making proceedings 
each deal with the filing of patent infor¬ 
mation with the Commission; the com¬ 
ments filed in Docket 11228 supplement 
the comments filed in Docket 10090. 
The main reason, however, for taking up 
these proceedings together in this single 
report and order is that the grounds for 
disposition of them are the same. 

2. The proceeding in Docket 10090 was 
initiated on November 29. 1951 by the 
release of a notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing (16 F. R. 12438). Following a second 
supplementary notice, released on Jan¬ 
uary 17, 1952 (17 F. R. 296), and the 
receipt of comments, the Commission on 
December 8, 1954 issued a proposed re¬ 
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port and order and scheduled an oral 
argument thereon (19 F. R. 8485). The 
argument and some comments indicated 
the desirability of certain modifications, 
to reduce the volume of work required 
on the part of the larger patent holding 
companies and to relieve the small patent 
holding companies of the obligations of 
submitting the reports. Accordingly, the 
Commission amended the proposal in its 
second proposed report and order (20 
F. R. 3878) and requested comments on 
the rule as amended. 

3. Briefly stated, the rule proposed in 
the second proposed report and order, 
would require any carrier subject to the 
provisions of Title II of the act or any 
radio station licensee of this Commis¬ 
sion owning or having the right to sub¬ 
license one or more groups of electrical 
communication patents 1 * to file annually 
certain information as to such patents. 
The comments received 3 all urged that 
the workload necessary for determining 
the patents in use about which informa¬ 
tion would have to be filed, would still 
be extremely burdensome and expensive 
under the amended rule. 

4. On December 8, 1954. the Commis¬ 
sion issued its Notice of proposed rule 
making in Docket 11228 (19 F. R. 8485), 
the purpose of which was to require dis¬ 
closure of patent positions in rule making 
proceedings. Specifically, the proposed 
rule would require persons seeking rule 
making for new or modified standards as 
to equipment in any communications 
service, or any person filing comments 
directed to a notice of such rule making, 
to include a statement “as to whether 
such person owns or has the right to 
license patents covering in whole or in 
part any equipment or apparatus which 
would be affected by the adoption or non¬ 
adoption of the proposed rule or standard 
and, if such statement is in the affirma¬ 
tive, ttol include a description of the 
nature of such patent interest.” The 
comments filed by the various parties* 
raised several objections. Some urged 
that the language of the rule proposed is 
not sufficiently definite to provide the 
Commission with the necessary patent 
information for rule making as to tech¬ 
nical standards; others that the proposed 
rule is so extensive in its application that 
it would provide much patent informa¬ 
tion not needed in any rule making pro- 


1 The term “group of patents’* was defined 
In the rule in a manner which would exempt 
the small patent holder from the filing 
requirement. 

a Aircraft Industries Association. Central 
Committee on Radio Facilities of the Amer¬ 
ican Petroleum Institute, the American Tele¬ 
phone and Telegraph Company, Collins 
Radio Company, Allen B. DuMont Labora¬ 
tories. Inc., Globe Wireless. Limited, the Na¬ 
tional Association of Manufacturers, and 
the General Electric Company submitted 
comments. 

3 Seven persons filed comments in Docket 
11228; Central Committee on Radio Facilities 
of the American Petroleum Institute; Amer¬ 
ican Telephone and Telegraph Company; 
Collins Radio Company; Raytheon Manufac¬ 
turing Company; Sklatron TV, Inc.; Strom- 
berg-Carlson Company; and Sylvania Electric 
Products, Inc. 
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ceeding respecting technical standards; 
while still others advocated that the 
Commission should obtain the patent in¬ 
formation needed during the rule making 
proceeding, and thus have at hand the 
most current information respecting 
patents at the time standards are being 
considered. 

5. We have carefully considered the 
outstanding proposals and have con¬ 
cluded that for a number of reasons, the 
proposed rules should not be adopted. 
First, we find merit to several of the 
points raised by parties filing comments, 
particularly those listed above such as 
the burden and expense on large patent 
holders entailed by the proposal in 10090, 
and the probability that under the rule 
in 11228 much patent information not 
needed in the rule making proceeding 
would be filed. However, the question 
is not solely one of burden or adverse 
effect on the patent-holding parties in¬ 
volved—it is also, and even more impor¬ 
tant, one of sound administrative pro¬ 
cedure. Under the proposal in Docket 
10090, and to a lesser extent in 11228, a 
great mass of raw patent data would be 
supplied to the Commission. That data 
would have to be examined by a large 
and experienced staff to cull out the 
particular items warranting considera¬ 
tion by us in the discharge of our sta¬ 
tutory functions. The most compelling 
reason for rejection of the proposals is 
that we have no such staff, and that 
overall surveillance of this field must 
properly be left to other government de¬ 
partments having important and more 
direct responsibilities to correct patent 
abuses and, we believe, the necessary 
staffs to carry out those responsibilities. 
It would be contrary to sound adminis¬ 
trative practice to require parties, at 
considerable expense and effort, to file 
data which, because of its proportions 
and our own limitations, this agency 
could not effectively make use of, or to 
give the impression that w r e were actually 
exercising a concurrent jurisdiction with 
the Department of Justice for general 
surveillance of the communications pat¬ 
ent field, when in fact we were not and, 
in our opinion, could not appropriately 
do so. 

6. This does not mean that communi¬ 
cation patent information is not perti¬ 
nent to our functions. On the contrary, 
such information, particularly in specific 
rule making situations, may be of the 
greatest importance to us. And as such 
situations arise, the Commission, either 
at the time Notice of Proposed Rule Mak¬ 
ing is issued or at any other time deemed 
appropriate, can require and obtain the 
submission of the most recent patent in¬ 
formation, directly relating to the precise 
problem or problems involved. It is be¬ 
lieved, therefore, that an ad hoc or case- 
by-case approach is the most appropriate 
and efficient manner of dealing with the 
question of what patent information 
should be submitted in particular pro¬ 
ceedings or rule proposals, and that the 
general rules proposed in 10090 and 
11228 must be rejected as being dis¬ 
advantageous and unsound administra¬ 
tively. 

Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
rule making proceedings in Dockets 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

11228 and 10090, be and are hereby 
terminated. 

Adopted: April 24, 1957. 

Released: April 29, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Cobimission, 1 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3592; Filed. May 1. 1957; 
8:54 a. m.] 


[ 47 CFR Part 3 I ' 

(Docket No. 11750; FCC 57-410] 
Television Broadcast Stations 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS; (NORFOLK-PORTS- 
MOUTH-NEWPORT news, va. and new 
BERN, N. C.) ; ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration its notice of proposed rule 
making, issued June 26, 1956 (FCC 
56-591) proposing to assign Channel 13 
to Norfolk-Portsmouth-Newport News. 
Virginia by making the following changes 
in the Table of Assignments for Tele¬ 
vision Broadcast Stations (§ 3.606 of the 
Commission’s rules): 



Channel No. 

City 



Present 

Proposed 

New Bern, N. C... 

Norfolk -Portsmouth-Newport 

13 

12 

News, Va.'.. 

3,10.15. 

3,10 13, 


•21,33 

15,21,33 


* Ncrfnlk-Portsmouth-N’cwpnrt News are hereinafter 
referred to as Norfolk. 


•Reserved for educational use. 

2. Comments have been filed by Pen¬ 
insula Broadcasting Corporation 
(WVEC-TV, Channel 15, Hampton, Vir¬ 
ginia) and Commonwealth Broadcast¬ 
ing Corporation (former permittee of 
WTOV-TV, Channel 27, Norfolk), sup¬ 
porting the assignment of Channel 13 to 
the Norfolk area, and by WTAR Radio 
Corporation (WTAR-TV. Channel 3, 
Norfolk), Nathan Frank (permittee of 
WNBE, Channel 13, New Bern, North 
Carolina), WAAM, Inc. (WAAM, Chan¬ 
nel 13, Baltimore, Maryland) and Rich¬ 
mond Television Corporation (WRVA- 
TV. Channel 12, Richmond, Virginia) op¬ 
posing the proposal. Reply comments 
were filed by Peninsula, WAAM, Inc. and 
Richmond Television. 

3. One of the matters that the Com¬ 
mission indicated it would consider in the 
assignment of additional VHF channels 
is whether the channel can be employed 
in the new community in compliance 
with the minimum mileage separation 
requirements. The transmitter sites 
available for a Norfolk Channel 13 sta¬ 
tion are limited by the necessity of main¬ 
taining the required 170-mile separation 
from the transmitter sites of co-chan¬ 
nel Stations WAAM in Baltimore, Mary¬ 
land and WLVA-TV in Lynchburg, Vir¬ 
ginia. It is clear from the record, how- 


1 Dissenting statements of Commissioners 
Bartley and Lee filed as part of the original 
document. 


ever, that there is a substantial area 
south and southeast of Norfolk in which 
a Channel 13 transmitter could be located 
in compliance with the separation re¬ 
quirements of the Rules. 

4. The parties opposing the assignment 
do not challenge the availability of trans¬ 
mitter sites which will comply with the 
mileage separation requirements but con¬ 
tend that, because of aeronautical re¬ 
strictions, it is unlikely that a Channel 
13 station could obtain approval for a 
tower of sufficient height to enable the 
station to place a city grade signal over 
the northern portion of Newport News. 
We are unable to conclude, on the 
basis of the record before us, that a 
Channel 13 tower of sufficient height to 
place a city-grade signal over Newport 
News and meeting the separation re¬ 
quirements would be^ a hazard to 
air navigation. It is clear that there 
are sites available which meet the 
separation requirements and from which 
a station operating with facilities per¬ 
mitted by the Rules could provide a prin¬ 
cipal-city signal well beyond the most 
distant boundary of Newport News. 
Whether aeronautical restrictions will so 
severely limit the height of the tower 
which can be used as to prevent a Chan¬ 
nel 13 station from providing the re¬ 
quired signal to Newport News is a ques¬ 
tion which we can more appropriately 
consider when we have a particular ap¬ 
plication before us. Moreover, as Pen¬ 
insula points out, the fact that Channel 
13 is assigned to Norfolk-Portsmouth- 
Newport News on a hyphenated basis does 
not preclude an applicant from applying 
for a station to serve only Norfolk or 
Norfolk-Portsmouth, in which case it 
would not be necesary for the station to 
place a city grade signal over all of New¬ 
port News. 

5. Two commercial VHF channels are 
now assigned to the Norfolk area. 
WTAR-TV is operating on Channel 3 
and a construction permit has been 
granted for a station on Channel 10, 
which is expected to be in operation 
within the next few months. UHF sta¬ 
tions are in operation on Channel 15 
(WVEC-TV) and Channel 27 (WTOV- 
TV) . A third UHF station was in oper¬ 
ation on Channel 33 for a short period 
prior to July 1955. No applications have 
been filed for Channel 21, which is re¬ 
served for noncommercial educational 
use. The closest operating stations are 
the VHF stations in Petersburg and 
Richmond, Virginia, approximately 60 to 
80 miles distant. These stations do not 
provide service to Norfolk but do serve 
a portion of the Grade B service area of 
the Norfolk stations. 

6. Norfolk cannot be considered a pre¬ 
dominantly UHF community. Despite 
the fact that two UHF stations in Nor¬ 
folk have been on the air since 1953. 
and that only one VHF signal has been 
available in the city thus far, the per¬ 
centage of television sets in the area 
capable of receiving UHF transmissions 
is substantially below the rate prevail¬ 
ing in other cities similarly situated, fo f 

1 WTOV-TV was off the air from October 
1954 to May 1955. 
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example, Springfield and Peoria, Illinois. 1 
Experience in other similar situations 
indicates that it is reasonable to expect 
that the viewers’ marked preference for 
VHF will be intensified with the advent 
of a second VHF station in the area and, 
as a result, the UHF stations’ ability to 
compete will be substantially reduced. 
We conclude therefore that the addition 
of a third VHF assignment to Norfolk 
would increase the opportunities for ef¬ 
fective competition between a greater 
number of stations. 

7. We see no merit in the opponents’ 
arguments that a Channel 13 station 
with a tower height of 500 feet or less 
would have materially less coverage than 
the other two Norfolk VHF stations and, 
accordingly, could not compete on an 
equal basis. As we have pointed out, the 
extent to which a Channel 13 tower will 
will be limited, if at all, by aeronautical 
considerations, cannot be determined on 
the basis of the record in this proceeding. 
But even if it is assumed that the cover¬ 
age of a Channel 13 station may be some¬ 
what less than the other two VHF sta¬ 
tions, we believe that the assignment of 
the channel to Norfolk would result in a 
significant improvement in the competi¬ 
tive situation over that which now exists. 
The record reveals that even operating 
under restrictions, the station would 
probably cover a substantially larger 
area than the UHF stations under their 
existing operations and would provide 
Grade A or better service to the areas in 
which the population is most heavily 
concentrated. Moreover, and most im¬ 
portant, the signal could be received by 
100 percent of the television sets in the 
area. 

8. The assignment of Channel 13 to 
Norfolk would require the substitution 
of Channel 12 for Channel 13 at New 
Bern, North Carolina. The permittee of 
WNBE on Channel 13 at New Bern con¬ 
tends that because of the minimum sepa¬ 
ration requirements of the rules it will 
not be possible to use the present site of 
WNBE for a Channel 12 operation in 
New Bern and the locations available for 
a Channel 12 transmitter are not satis¬ 
factory because of swamp areas, lack of 
access roads and the proximity of mili¬ 
tary and civilian air installations and 
therefore would not permit as efficient 
?n operation as the present site. There 

i ndicati °* to this record that suit¬ 
able sites, readily accessible by road, are 
not available. Although it may be some¬ 
what more difficult for WNBE to obtain a 
*| e . w s * te suitable for operation on Chan- 
hei 12 than to use the present site for 
t ^? 13 we d0 not believe that this 
be impossible or so difficult as to 
precede successful operation on Channel 
« • and we believe that any inconven¬ 
ience caused to WNBE by requiring a 
fre( l uen cy and site must be 
rmKr G u ^ the Ug bt of the benefit to the 
fn m !? y , th e addition of a VHF channel 


UHF conv ewton rate for Norfolk and 
NftrfySt 5 ^to ne Counties and the cities ol 
ton w/ Portsmou th, South Norfolk, Hamp- 
»* ’ rT* 10 *’ and Newport News was 72.2 
Percent in July 1956. 

No. 85—4 


9. There remains for consideration the 
contentions advanced by WAAM, Chan¬ 
nel 13, in Baltimore, and WRVA, Channel 
12, in Richmond, that the proposed as¬ 
signments would cause increased inter¬ 
ference within substantial portions of 
their respective service areas. Both 
parties concede that the assignment 
would meet the separation requirements 
of the rules. WAAM argues that because 
of the over-water path between Balti¬ 
more and Norfolk, the field intensity of 
a station operating on Channel 13 would 
be far in excess of the fields computed 
in accordance with the Commission’s 
Rules. WRVA’s contentions are based 
on the fact that the proposed assign¬ 
ments would add an additional co-chan¬ 
nel operation at New Bern and decrease 
the distance between WRVA and the ad¬ 
jacent channel operation on Channel 13. 
Section 3.612 of our rules expressly pro¬ 
vides that the protection from interfer¬ 
ence accorded to television stations is 
limited solely to the protection which 
results from the minimum separation 
requirements and the rules with respect 
to maximum powers and antenna 
heights. We have consistently adminis¬ 
tered this policy in considering requests 
for changes in the Table of Assignments 
and do not believe the record supports 
the basis for providing greater separa¬ 
tions in this case. 

10. For the foregoing reasons it is the 
Commission’s judgment that the tele¬ 
vision Table of Assignments (§ 3.606) 
should be amended by shifting Channel 
13 from New Bern, North Carolina to 
Norfolk, Virginia and assigning Channel 

12 to New Bern. Since Nathan Frank 
holds a construction permit for opera¬ 
tion of Station WNBE-TV on Channel 

13 in New Bern and in view of the pro¬ 
visions of sections 303 (f) and 316 of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, the frequency of Station 
WNBE-TV cannot be changed from 
Channel 13 to Channel 12 without the 
consent of the permittee, or absent such 
consent, a prior public hearing. 

11. Accordingly , it is ordered , That 
Nathan Frank is hereby notified of the 
proposed modification of his construc¬ 
tion permit to specify operation on 
Channel 12, and the grounds and reasons 
therefor, and is directed to show cause 
why such order of modification should 
not issue, by filing with the Commission 
at its offices in Washington, D. C., on or 
before June 3,1957, a response stating in 
detail the reasons why he believes his 
construction permit should not be so 
modified. 

12. An original and 14 copies of the 
response should be filed, and the re¬ 
sponse should indicate whether or not 
Nathan Frank requests a public hearing 
in the matter and whether he intends 
to appear at such hearing and present 
evidence on the matters specified here¬ 
in and in said response. 

13. The failure to file a response by 
the above specified date shall be deemed 
a consent by Nathan Frank to the modi¬ 
fication of his construction permit as 
proposed and a final order will be issued 
accordingly, unless in a petition filed at 
least 5 days before said date, good cause 
is shown why such time should be ex¬ 


tended. Failure to indicate in the re¬ 
sponse that a hearing is requested will 
be deemed a waiver of any right to a 
hearing. 

14. If a response is filed and the right 
to request a hearing has been waived, 
the Commission may, depending on the 
facts alleged and proof offered, either 
call upon Nathan Frank to furnish addi¬ 
tional information under oath, designate 
the matter for hearing on its own motion 
or issue without further proceedings an 
order modifying Nathan Frank’s con¬ 
struction permit as proposed. 

15. Authority for the action herein is 
contained in sections 1, 4 (i), and (j), 
301, 303 (a), (b), (c), (d), (e), (f), (g), 
<h), and (r), and 307 (b) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, 
and Section 4 of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act. 

Adopted: April 24, 1957. 

Released: April 29, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-3593; Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:54 a. m.J 


[ 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

[Docket No. 11957] 

Television Broadcast Stations 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS; (PROVIDENCE, R. I.- 

NEW HAVEN, CONN.-NEW BEDFORD, MASS.) ; 

ORDER EXTENDING TIME FOR FILING COM¬ 
MENTS 

In the matter of amendment of § 3.606: 

1. On March 25, 1957 the Commission 
issued a notice of proposed rule making 
(FCC 57-265, Mimeo. 42809) instituting 
the subject rule making proceeding. 
The Notice provided that comments 
should be filed on or before April 29, 
1957, and that reply comments should 
be filed on or before May 14. 1957. 

2. On April 25, 1957 Mt. Washington 
TV, Inc., licensee of television Station 
WMTW, Poland Spring, Maine, filed a 
petition requesting the Commission to 
extend the time for filing comments un¬ 
til twenty days after the Commission acts 
on the presently pending petition for re¬ 
consideration filed by the General Elec¬ 
tric Company on April 1, 1957 in Docket 
No. 11751. 

3. In support of its request, Mt. Wash¬ 
ington states that it operates Station 
WMTW on Channel 8 at Poland Spring, 
Maine; that the proposed shift of Chan¬ 
nel 8 from the New Haven to the Provi¬ 
dence area may, depending on the an¬ 
tenna site ultimately used, bring a co¬ 
channel station on Channel 8 up to 40 
miles closer to WMTW’s present loca¬ 
tion ; that such a station would substan¬ 
tially increase the co-channel interfer¬ 
ence to WMTW’s service in the outer 
ranges of its service area where it pro¬ 
vides valuable rural coverage; that Mt. 
Washington accordingly desires to file 
comments opposing the proposal; that 
the proposal can only be accomplished in 
accordance with all mileage separation 
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requirements of the Commission’s rules 
if Channel 6 is shifted from Schenectady 
to Syracuse, New York, as proposed by 
the Commission in its March 1, 1957 
report and order and order to show cause 
in Docket No. 11751; that the General 
Electric Company on April 1, 1957 filed 
a petition for reconsideration of the 
Commission’s action in Docket No. 11751 
affecting Channel 6 in Schenectady; that 
the Commission has not yet acted upon 
the said petition for reconsideration; and 
that if the said petition is granted and 
Channel 6 is not moved from Schenec¬ 
tady the proposed exchange of Channels 
8 and 6 between New Haven and the 
New Bedford-Providence areas, as pro¬ 
posed in the above-entitled rule making 
proceeding, will become impossible. Mt. 
Washington urges that any further pro¬ 
ceedings in the present matter should be 
postponed at least until such time as 
the Commission has acted upon the Gen¬ 
eral Electric Company petition for re¬ 
consideration in Docket No. 11751. 

4. The Commission believes that Mt. 
Washington has established good cause 
for the extension of time for filing com¬ 
ments in this proceeding and that the 
additional time requested within which 
to file comments is warranted. The 
Commission has concluded, therefore, 
that extending the time for filing com¬ 
ments in this proceeding will serve the 
public interest, convenience and neces¬ 
sity. 

5. In view of the foregoing, It is or¬ 
dered, That the time for filing original 
comments in the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing is extended until 20 days after the 
Commission acts upon the April 1, 1957 
petition for reconsideration filed by the 
General Electric Company in Docket No. 
11751, with replies thereto due 15 days 
thereafter. 

Adopted; April 26, 1957. 

Released: April 29,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-3594; Piled, May 1, 1957; 

8:54 a. m.J 


[ 47 CFR Part 3 1 

[Docket No. 12007; FCC 57-4151 
Television Broadcast Stations 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS; (MOULTRIE AND 
WAYCROSS, ga.) 

1. Notice is hereby given of rule mak¬ 
ing in the above-entitled matter. 

2. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the following two petitions 
requesting amendment of § 3.606, Table 
of assignments , Television Broadcast 
Stations: (1) A petition filed January 
2, 1957 by Colquitt Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, licensee of standard broadcast 
Station WMTM, Moultrie, Georgia, ask¬ 
ing that VHF Channel 8 be assigned to 
Moultrie; and (2) a petition filed March 
19, 1957 by John H. Phipps, permittee 
of television Station WCTV, Thomas- 
ville, Georgia, asking that VHF Channel 
8 be assigned to Way cross, Georgia. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

3. Colquitt states that Moultrie has 
been allocated only one channel, UHF 
Channel 48. for which no application 
has been filed; that in view of the diffi¬ 
culties experienced by many UHF oper¬ 
ators and the lack of general acceptance 
of UHF television by the public in the 
area. Colquitt does not want to apply 
for a UHF station in Moultrie; that if 
a VHF channel is allocated to Moultrie, 
Colquitt will file an application there¬ 
for, and if it obtains a construction per¬ 
mit, will construct and operate a televi¬ 
sion station in Moultrie; and that a 
survey conducted by Colquitt’s consult¬ 
ing engineer discloses that a transmitter 
site is available where a station on Chan¬ 
nel 8 could render city grade service to 
the City of Moultrie, while at the same 
time complying with the required sep¬ 
arations for existing allocations. 

4. Phipps states that Waycross and its 
surrounding area now have no opportu¬ 
nity for local self expression through 
television since the nearest station is ap¬ 
proximately 75 miles away in Jackson¬ 
ville, Florida; that Channel 8 can be 
allocated to Waycross in full compli¬ 
ance with all required mileage separa¬ 
tions; that the assignment of Channel 8 
to Waycross would provide Grade B tel¬ 
evision service to 247,784 persons in 22 
counties in Georgia and to an additional 
46.321 people in four Florida counties; 
that the only television channel now as¬ 
signed to Waycross, UHF t Channel 16, 
will probably not be usable in the fore¬ 
seeable future since there are almost no 
UHF receivers in the area; that Phipps, 
through his operation of Station WCTV. 
is experienced in the operation of a small 
town and rural area television station; 
and that if Channel 8 is allocated to 
Waycross, he will file an application 
therefor and will endeavor to provide a 
high quality television service to the area. 

5. On January 25, 1957, Deep South 
Broadcasting Company, permittee of tel¬ 
evision Station WSLA on Channel 8 in 
Selma, Alabama, an applicant for a 
modification of construction permit to 
specify a new transmitter site (File No. 
BMPCT-2100, Docket No. 11371), filed 
an opposition to the petition to assign 
Channel 8 to Moultrie. Deep South as¬ 
serts that the proposed site specified by 
petitioner for a Channel 8 operation in 
Moultrie would be less than the 220 mile 
co-channel separation required by Sec¬ 
tion 3.610 of the Commission’s Rules 
from the proposed WSLA transmitter 
site specified in its application for mod¬ 
ification of construction permit, so that 
the effect of the action requested by 
Colquitt would be to make the site pro¬ 
posed by Deep South in BMPCT-2100 
unavailable. Deep South further asserts 
that the Colquitt petition is in any event 
defective because it fails to show that 
the transmitter site specified by peti¬ 
tioner is actually available. 

6. On January 30, 1947, John F. Pid- 
cock and Roy F. Zess, d/b as Radio Sta¬ 
tion WMGA, licensee of standard broad¬ 
cast Station WMGA, Moultrie, Georgia, 
filed a statement in support of the peti¬ 
tion to assign Channel 8 to Moultrie. 
This party asserted that if Channel 8 
is assigned to Moultrie, it intends to file 
an application for the channel. 


7. On February 1, 1957, Colquitt filed 
a Reply to Deep South’s opposition stat¬ 
ing that the mere fact that Deep South 
is an applicant for a modification of con¬ 
struction permit to specify a new trans¬ 
mitter site for its Channel 8 operation 
less than 220 miles from the site specified 
by petitioner (Colquitt) is no reason for 
rejecting or withholding action on the 
petition for rule making; and that Deep 
South’s application may never be 
granted, especially in view of the fact 
that the Initial Decision in Docket No. 
11371 recommends denial of the applica¬ 
tion. Colquitt Broadcasting Company 
further asserts that it has an option for 
a transmitter site at the location speci¬ 
fied in its petition. 

8. Since Moultrie and Waycross are 
approximately 85 miles apart, the sub¬ 
ject petitions propose mutually exclusive 
channel assignments. The Commission 
is of the view that rule making proceed¬ 
ings should be instituted on these con¬ 
flicting rule making proposals in order 
that all interested parties may submit 
their views and relevant data. 

9. Any interested party who is of the 
view that either or both of the proposed 
amendments should not be adopted, or 
should not be adopted in the form set 
forth herein, may file with the Commis¬ 
sion on or before June 3, 1957, a written 
statement setting forth his comments. 
Comments supporting either or both of 
the proposed amendments ma * also be 
filed on or before the same date. Com¬ 
ments in reply to original comments may 
be filed within 10 days from the last date 
for filing said original comments. No 
additional comments may be filed unless 
(1) specifically requested by the Commis¬ 
sion or (2) good cause for thr filing of 
such additional comments is established. 

10. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendments proposed herein is con¬ 
tained in sections 1, 4 (i) and (j), 301, 
303 (a), (b). (c), (d). (e). (f). (g), <h) 
and (r) and 307 (b) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and Sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act. 

11. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.764 of the rules, an original and 14 
copies of all written comments shall be 
furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: April 24, 1957. 

Released: April 29, 1957, 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-3595; Filed, May 1. 1957; 
8:54 a. m.J 


[ 47 CFR Part 4 1 

[Docket No. 12006; FCC 57-4091 

Experimental, Auxiliary and Special 
Broadcast Services 

television broadcast translator 
STATIONS 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled mat¬ 
ter. 
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2. The Commission has been concerned 
with the important problem of providing 
television service to small, isolated com¬ 
munities and sparsely settled areas be¬ 
yond the range of operating stations and 
unable to support their own television 
stations, even though channels may be 
assigned to the community or would be 
available for assignment. Thus, last 
May the Commission released its Report 
and Order in Docket No. 11611 (PCC 56- 
488) authorizing the operation of low- 
cost television translator stations in¬ 
tended to make possible the extension of 
television reception to these outlying 
communities and areas. 

3. We have authorized television 
translators as an emergency measure to 
bring television to communities and 
areas without service. Translators mere¬ 
ly pick up, off the air, the transmissions 
of other television stations, convert them 
to a new frequency—one of the upper 14 
UHF channels—and retransmit them on 
low power. They have no local studios 
and originate no local programs; and in 
endeavoring to keep the cost of such 
operations very low, operating require¬ 
ments are reduced to the barest mini¬ 
mum consistent with dependable service 
and protection of other stations and 
services from interference. 

4. In the comments submitted in the 
translator rule-making proceeding sev¬ 
eral parties had urged that translators 
should be restricted to areas without 
local television stations and should be 
required to cease operation in any area 
after a local station signs on the air. 
These parties submitted that the opera¬ 
tion of stations in many of the smaller 
communities is marginal, at best, so that 
the loss of audience due to the operation 


of a translator could very easily force 
them off the air. We recognized, in our 
Report and Order authorizing transla¬ 
tors, that these comments raised serious 
questions; but we did not feel at that 
time that a universal rule, applicable in 
all situations, should have been adopted. 
We believed that any questions that 
might arise concerning this problem 
could have been considered on a case- 
by-case basis. Nevertheless, our experi¬ 
ence in administering the translator 
rules since their adoption leads us now 
to conclude that the rules should be 
amended to limit the operation of trans¬ 
lators to communities and areas without 
regularly established television stations. 

5. Translators are intended as an 
emergency stop-gap measure to bring 
television to communities and areas 
without such service. The serious ques¬ 
tion is raised, therefore, as to the pro¬ 
priety of licensing translators in such a 
manner that the establishment and de¬ 
velopment of conventional television sta¬ 
tions in certain communities and areas 
will be precluded or significantly re¬ 
tarded. with the result that the public 
in such communities and areas will be 
deprived of the advantages and benefits 
of local television outlets. While we felt 
at the time that the translator rules were 
adopted that such questions could be 
considered as they arose, it is now our 
judgment that we should consider the 
adoption of rules directed toward this 
problem. 

6. In view of the foregoing, the Com¬ 
mission is proposing to amend its Tele¬ 
vision Broadcast Translator Rules in 
Part 4 so as to limit the authorization of 
television translator broadcast stations 


to communities and areas in which a 
regularly assigned television broadcast 
station is not operating and to require 
television broadcast translator stations 
to cease operation upon the commence¬ 
ment of operation by a regularly au¬ 
thorized station in the community or 
area. Applications for television broad¬ 
cast translator stations inconsistent with 
the amendments proposed herein will be 
placed in the pending file until further 
action in this proceeding. 

7. Interested parties who are of the 
view that the proposed amendments 
should not be adopted may file written 
comments with the Commission on or 
before June 3, 1957. Comments in sup¬ 
port of the proposed amendments may 
also be filed by this date. Comments 
in reply to original comments may be 
filed within 10 days from the last date 
for filing said original comments. No 
additional comments may be filed unless 
(1) specifically requested by the Com¬ 
mission or (2) good cause for filing of 
such additional comments is established. 
An original and 14 copies of all com¬ 
ments and replies should be supplied. 

8. Authority for adoption of the pro¬ 
posed amendments herein is contained in 
sections 4 (i), 301. 303 (a-g), (j) and 
(r) and 307 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. 

Adopted: April24,1957. 

Released: April 29,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

IP. R. Doc. 57-3596: Piled. May 1, 1957; 
8:54 a. m.) 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


California 


Bureau of Land Management 

Alaska 

amendment of notice of proposed with¬ 
drawal AND RESERVATION OF LAND FOR 
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 

Notice of the proposed withdrawal and 
reservation of land for the Department 
of the Air Force in the Fairbanks, Alaska 
area, was published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter, January 1, 1957, Volume 22, Number 
6p Page 190. The area embraced by this 
application, which is identified by the 
^rial number, Fairbanks 013666, has 
oeen amended to read as follows: 


Fairbanks Area 

T * 1 8 * R. 1 E., Fairbanks Meridian, 

Sec- 14. NW >48 W V 4 NE V A SW y 4 ; 
s ^_ 1 28 ' s w> 4 ; se y 4 sw>4SW y 4 nw>4: sy 
SE^SW^NWH. S *4 SW Vi SE V4 N W l /i , anc 
SW»/4SE>/ 4 SE’/ 4 NWVi; 

^ 33. N&; 

^ 34, W^W&NW**. 

Aggregating 
acres. 


approximately 537.5( 


L. T. Main, 

Acting Operations Supervisor . 

I p - K. Doc. 57-3571; Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.j 


NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

April 24, 1957. 

The U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
has filed an application, Serial No. Sac¬ 
ramento 051360, for the withdrawal of 
the lands described below, from all forms 
of appropriation except mineral leasing 
under the mineral leasing laws and the 
disposal of materials under the Materials 
Act of July 31. 1947 (61 Stat. 681; 43 
U. S. C. 1185). The management, use 
and disposal of the forest and range re¬ 
sources will continue under the admin¬ 
istration of the Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement in accordance with applicable 
laws and regulations. 

The applicant desires the land be re¬ 
served in public ownership to provide 
assistance to the State of California for 
the protection, development and man¬ 
agement of the wildlife resources. The 
area is known as the Clear Lake Wild¬ 
life Management Area. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, persons 
having cause may present their objec¬ 
tions in writing to the undersigned offi¬ 
cial of the Bureau of Land Management, 
Department of the Interior, Room 801, 


California Fruit Building, 4th and J 
Streets, Sacramento, California. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the applicaton will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Mount Diablo Meridian 
T. 12N..R. 4W„ 

Sec. 5, SW*/ 4 NW*4, Ny 2 SWV 4 , 8Wi/ 4 SW>4; 

Sec. 6, Lots 6 and 7. S«/ 2 NE»4, E&SWV*. 
SEi/ 4 ; 

Sec. 7: 

Sec. 8. W 14 NW 14 . SW»4: 

Sec. 9. e>/ 2 e»4; 

Sec. 10; 

Sec. 11, SWV 4 NE>4. W^SWtf. SE^SW‘4, 
W V 2 SE *4; 

Sec. 13.WV a W^; 

Secs. 14 and 15; 

Sec. 17, W»/ 2 EVi, W%.SEViSE!4; 

Sec. 18; 

Sec. 19. Lots 1 and 2, E*4. E^NW'/ 4 ; 

Sec.20; 

Sec. 21, SE*4NEV4, NW»i. N&SWft, SW*4 
SW * 4 , E V 2 SE 14 ; 

Sec. 22; 

Sec. 23, all except the S»/ 2 SE>4; 

Sec. 24. NW* 4 NEi 4 , Wft; 

Sec. 25, NW»4NW»4; 
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Sec. 26. W'AW^; 

Sec. 27* 

Sec. 28, EV a NEV4, NW%NWV4, SW>/ 4 , NE*4 
SE»/ 4 .S^SE>/ 4 ; 

Sec. 29; 

Sec. 30, N*/ 2 NE*4, SE*4NE*4. N*4SE*4. SE*4 
SEV a ; 

Sec. 31. E«/ 2 NE14. NEV4SEV4; 

Sec. 32,N«4.N»/ 2 S*/ 2 ; 

Sec. 33, N*4» Ni£S*4; 

Sec. 34; 

Sec. 35. W»/ 2 , 8%SEV4. 

T. 12 N., R. 5 W.. 

Sec. l. SftNVfc, s&; 

8m 5?LotaTto 4. inclusive, S»/ 2 N*4; 

Sec. 9, NE»4.N*4SE*4; 

Sec. 10; 

Sec. ll,Ni/2.SW*4.SW*/ 4 SE»4: 

Sec. 12* 

Sec. 13!E^.EViNW^.NEV4SW»4; 

Sec. 14, All except the NE&NE*4; 

Sec. 15, All except the W%SW'/ A : 

Sec. 22, E»4, E*/ 2 NW*4, SW*4NW*4: 

Sec. 23, N*4 except that portion Included 
In Lot 39, all public land in the SW*4; 
Sec. 24, E»/ 2 NE*4; 

Sec. 25, SWV4NWV4 except that portion In 
Lot 39; 

Sec. 26, N*4 except that portion in Lot 39; 
Sec. 27. N*/ 2 NE*/ 4 , SEJ4NEJ4, NE^SE^. 

T. 13 N., R. 5 W., 

Sec.5,S«4NW%,SV^: 

Sec. 6; 

Sec. 7. N»4 NE*4, SW % NE %. S */ 2 1 
Sec. 8. all except the NW4NWV4; 

, Sec. 9, W^NW^; 

Sec. 17; 

Sec. 18,E*/ 2 ; 

Sec. 20. N%; 

Sec. 21, all except NE^NEtf; 

8ec.22,sy a sw*4: 

Sec. 27. NW^NWVi. S*/ 2 SW*4. 8W*48E%; 
Sec. 28, N^NE‘4, SE»4NE»4, NE»/ 2 NW>4, 

s^swy 4 ; 

Secs. 31 to 34, inclusive; 

sec. 35. swy 4 Nwy 4 . S!4. 

T. 14N..R. 5 W.. 

Sec. 31, Lot 4, SEftSWfc, W&8E*4, SE*4 
SEy 4 . 

T. 12N..R. 6W., 

Sec. 1, Lots 6 and 7, SW*4NW*4; 

Sec. 2, Lots 3 and 4, sy 2 NW &; 

Sec. 3, Lots 1 to 4, inclusive. S%N%, NE*4 
SEVi; 

Sec. 4 Lots 1 to 4, inclusive; 

Sec. 5. Lots 1 to 4, inclusive, SW*4NE*4, 
SEV4NWV4» NEV4SW*4. NW>4SE4; 

Sec. 6, Lot 1. 

T. 13 N.. R. 6 W.. 

Sec. 1, Lots 1 and 2, S*/ 2 NE*4. S%; 
sec. 2, Lot i, sEy 4 NE«/ 4 , sy 2 swy 4 , se>4; 

Sec. 3. SE»4SWy 4 , SE%; 

Sec. 13,SW*4NW*4.SW'4; 

Sec. 14, S >4 NE >/ 4 . SW % S W *4. SE *4 ; 

Sec. 15,S*4SW*4. SE*4SE>4; 

Sec. 17. W*4NE*4. SEy 4 NE>4. SW*4. W& 
SEV 4 ; 

Sec. 18, Lots 2, 3. and 4, W*/ 2 NE*4, 8E*4 
NE&. E>/ 2 NWy 4 , Ey 2 SW4, SE*/ 4 ; 

Sec. 19* 

Sec! 20. , N»4NWV4. SW*4NW>4, NW»4SW*4. 
E *4 SE *4; 

Sec. 21, all except the NW*4NW»4; 

Secs. 22 and 23; 

sec. 24, wy*. wy 2 SEV4; 

Secs. 25 to 28, inclusive; 

Sec. 29. N»/ 2 NE*4, SE>/ 4 NE»4, W*4SW*4. 

SEV4SWy 4 . NE‘/ 4 SE*4; 

Sec. 30. Lots 1. 2, and 3. W*/ 2 NE*4, NE*4 
NEV4. E»4NW*4. NE'/ 4 sw>/ 4 ; 

Sec. 31, SEy 4 NE»/ 4 , NE>4SEy 4 ; 

Sec. 32, NE y 4 , NE»4NWV4. S*/ 2 ; 

Secs. 33 to 35, inclusive. 

T. 13 N.. R. 7 W.. 

Sec. 13,Sy 2 NE^.SE^; 

Sec. 24, Ey 2 ; 

Sec. 25, N*4, SE*4; 

Sec. 26. NE» /4 NE*4. 


The areas described aggregate 41,- 
304.33 acres of public lands in Colusa, 
Napa, Lake and Yolo counties. 

R. R. Best, 

State Supervisor. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-3572; Filed. May 1, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.J 


California 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

April 24,1957. 

The U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service has 
filed an application. Serial No. Sacra¬ 
mento 051807, for the withdrawal of the 
lands described below, from all forms of 
appropriation except mineral leasing un¬ 
der the mineral leasing laws and the 
disposal of materials under the Mate¬ 
rials Act of July 31, 1947 (61 Stat. 681; 
43 U. S. C. 1185). The management, use 
and disposal of the forest and range re¬ 
sources will continue under the admin¬ 
istration of the Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement in accordance with applicable 
laws and regulations. 

The applicant desires the land be re¬ 
served in pubMc ownership to provide 
assistance to the State of California for 
the protection, development and man¬ 
agement of the wildlife resources. The 
area is known as the Clear Lake Wildlife 
Management Area No. 2. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, persons hav¬ 
ing cause may present their objections 
in writing to the undersigned official of 
the Bureau of Land Management. De¬ 
partment of the Interior, Room 801, Cal¬ 
ifornia Fruit Building, Fourth and J 
Streets, Sacramento, California. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary 
on the application will be published in 
the Federal Register. A separate notice 
will be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Mount Diablo Meridian 
T. 11 N.. R. 4 W.. 

Sec. 7. SWV4NE»4, SEV4NWV4. Ny 2 SE*4, 
SEV4SE&; 

Sec. 8. S&SWV4: 

Sec. 17. NWV4. Ny 2 SWV4. W*/ 2 SE»4, SE‘4 
SE»4; 

Sec. 18, 8*4 Lot 1. Lots 2 and 3. S*4NE*4, 
SE*4NW»4, E*/ 2 SW*4; 

Sec. 19, NE%NW>/ 4 , SEV4: 

Sec. 20. NEV4NE14. wy.sw *4; 

Sec. 29. NW»4NW*4; 

Sec. 30. Lots 1 and 2, NE»4, Ey 2 NW>4. 

T. 11 N., R. 5 W., 

sec. 1 . s»/ 2 nw*4, sw*4: 

Sec. 2. Lots 1 to 4. inclusive. Sy 2 NW*4, 
sw*4, E»4SE*4; 

Sec. 3, Lot 1, and Lots 5 to 13, inclusive, 
Ny 2 SW*4. SE*4, except 90.35 acres con¬ 
tained in lots 5 to 10, inclusive, and 
NE *4SW *4 which is M. S. patent #107- 
1439, dated 8/8/34 to Red Elephant 
Quicksilver Mfg. Co.; 

Sec. 4. Lots 3 to 11. inclusive, SW*4NW*4. 
S*4SEV4; 

Sec. 6, Lots 1 to 4, inclusive, and lots 6 and 

7 , E'4SW*4. swy 4 ssy 4 ; 


Sec. 7. Lots 5 to 12, Inclusive, N« 2 neu 

Ey 2 sw*4; 

Sec. 8. wy 2 w»4; 

Sec. 9. N*/2NE*4, NE»4NWV4: 

Sec. 10, Lots 1 to 6. inclusive. Ny 2 SE»4; 
Sec. 11. Lots 1 to 9, inclusive, W l 4NEU 
N*4NW>4; 

Sec. 12. Lots 1 to 6. inclusive, N^NE^ 
NEy 4 NW*4, S*4NW‘4, SW*4; 

Sec. 13, Lots 1 to 12. Inclusive. NWy 4 : 

Sec. 14. Lots 1 to 12, inclusive, NE l 4; 

Sec. 15. E*4E*4. SW*4SEft; 

Sec. 17. Lots 1 to 4, inclusive. SW*4; 

Sec. 18, Lots 13 to 16, inclusive; 

Sec. 20, Lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, NW*4, Sft 

sw*4, n»/ 2 se*4. se«4se*4; 

Sec. 21. Lots 1 to 14. inclusive, S^SE^; 
Sec. 22. Lots 5 and 6. E»4NE>4, SE>4; 

Sec. 23. Lots 1 to 14, inclusive, N^SW^; 
Sec. 24, Lots 1 to 10, inclusive, S&NW^, 
SWV 4 ; 

Sec. 25. Lots 2 and 3. S*/ 2 NE*4. NWft, 
W*/ 2 SW*4. SE*4SW*4; 

Sec. 26. Lots 1 to 8, Inclusive, NE*4; 

Sec. 27. Lots 1 to 5. inclusive, NE l 4, 
Ny 2 SE*4,SE*4SE*4; 

Sec. 28. Lots 1 and 2, NE*4, NEV4SEV4; 

Sec. 29. NE*4NE*4; 

Sec. 35. Lots 3, 4. 5. 6. 8. 9. 10, 11, and 12. 
T. 14 N.. R. 5 W/. 

Sec. 6, Lots 1 to 7, inclusive, S^NEtf, 
E*4SEy 4 : 

Sec. 18, Lots 1, 2, and 3, SE^NE 1 *, 

wy 2 NE»4, Ey a Nw*4, NEy 4 swy 4 , N* 

SE*4; 

Sec. 30. Lots 1 and 2. E*4NW>4. 

T. 15N..R. 5W.. 

Sec. 18. Lot 4; 

Sec. 19. Lots 2. 3, and 4; 

Sec. 30. Lots 1 to 4, inclusive. SE’/iNW^, 
Ey 2 sw*4. wy 2 SEy 4 ; 

Sec. 31. Lots 1 to 4, inclusive, E^W^, 
wy 2 E*4. 

T. 11N..R.6W., 

Sec. 1. Lots 1 and 5. E»/ 2 SE*4; 

Sec. 12. E */ 2 NE*4. SW */ 4 NE *4. SE %; 

Sec. 13. E»/ 2 . E*4NWy 4 . NE*4SW*4; 

Sec. 24. N*4NE*4. 

T. 14 N.. R. 6 W., 

Sec. 1, Lots 1 to 4, inclusive, S*4N^, S^: 
Sec. 2, Lots 1 to 4, inclusive, 8%N%, Sft; 
Sec. 3. Lots 1, 2, and 4, S'/ 2 N&. S&; 

Sec. 5. SW*4; 

Sec. 6, Lots 5. 6. and 7, E*/ 2 SW»4. SEy 4 : 
Sec. 7, Lot 1, Ny 2 NE>4, SE*4NE»4. NEV« 

Nwy 4 , ssy 4 sw*4 , s&se* 4, NE» 4 SEy 4 ; 
Sec. 8. N*4. NW*4SW*4, S&S*/ 2 ; 

Sec. 9. S*/ 2 N*4; 

Sec. 10, N*4. E»4SW*4, SE>4; 

Sec. 11, Wy 2 E&. W*4; 

Sec 12* 

Sec! 13.Ny4 f N»/ 2 SW*4. sw*4sw*4: 

Sec. 14; 

sec. 15, E*4. Ey 2 w*/ 2 . sw*4sw*4; 

Sec. 17. E&. E>/ 2 W*4. NW*4NW>4: 

Sec. 18. Lot 4. NW*4NE*4, Ey 2 SW*4. SW>>4 
SEy 4 ; 

Sec. 19, Lot 1, E*4. E*4W*4; 
sec. 20 , e Yi. sy 2 NW»4. swy4; 

Sec. 22, N */ 2 . SW %. NE *4 SE*/ 4 ; 

Sec. 23, Ny 2 Ny 2f SW>/ 4 NEy4. Sy 2 NW>4. 

NW*4SWy4, NW»4SE*4; 

Sec. 24, E*4. E>4NW*4. NW&NWli, 
SW*4; 

Sec. 25, NE*4NEV4; 

Sec. 27, NW*4NW*4; 

Sec. 28, N*4Sy 2( SW»4SWV4; 

Sec. 29; 

Sec. 30. NE*4, Ny 2 SE»4, SE*4SE*4: 

Sec. 31, NEy 4 NE*4; 

Sec. 32, N%. 

T. 15 N., R. 6 W., 

Sec. 2. Lots 1, 2. and 3. E*/ 2 Lot 5. Lot 6, 
Wy 2 Lot 7, Lot 8. SW*/ 4 , NW*4SE»/ 4 ; 

Sec. 3. Lota 5 and 8. N&SW*4, SW*4SW*4. 
Ey 2 SEt4; 

Sec. 4, Lots 2 to 8, Inclusive, N*4S>4. SE,4 
SW*4, SftSEy 4 ; 

Sec. 6; 

Sec. 6; 
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Bee. 7, Lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, NE»4, 

wy 2 . ny 2 sev 4 : 

Sec. 8, NE%. W»4, NE'4SE*/ 4 ; 

Sec. 9. NE'/ 4 NE«/ 4i SftNEfc, SW>/ 4 NW^, 

8E%; 

Sec. 10, NE*/ 4 NE%, S&NEV4. W^NW 

8%; 

Sec. 11. W>4: 

Sec. 12. S»/ 2 NW^,SWV4: 

Secs. 13 to 15. Inclusive; 

Sec. 17. SWy 4 NW»4. w&swfc: 

Sec. 18. Lots 2, 3, and 4, SE^NE*4, E»/ a 
sw y 4 . BE >/ 4 ; 

Sec. 19* 

Sec. 20.' w>/ 2 wfcr 
Sec. 21. E&; 

Secs. 22 to 27, inclusive; 

Sec. 28, E&EV6, NWfcNKft; 

Sec. 29. W&; 

Sec. 30; 

Sec. 31. Lots 1, 2, and 3. NE>4, E%W%» 

W4: 

Sec. 32. W*4; 

Sec. 33. E«/iE14; 

Sec. 34. NVi, NWftSWft. SE&; 

Sec. 35. 

T. 16 N.. R. 6 W., 

Sec. 3. Lot 4. SWftNWK; 

Sec. 4; 

Sec. 9 . w>4. wy 2 SE>4; 

Sec. 21. sy 2 NE!4, WV£. SEV4; 

Sec. 22, NE1/4NE14, 8&NK% # BE Vi NW14, 

B'A; 

Sec. 23. SWV4NW14, SWft, SWftSEft; 

Sec. 26. W»£, W14E*/ 2 ; 

Secs. 27 and 28; 

Sec. 33, N>/ 2 . N»/ 2 S!4. SV4SW14, sw»/ 4 sev 4; 
Sec. 34, Ny 2 , Ny 2 S>/ 2 ; 

Sec. 35. W>/ 2 NE»4. NW>4, N&SW^, SE»4. 
T. 14 N.. R. 7 W., 

Sec. 1, Lots 1 to 4. inclusive. S^N^, 
N^S&.SE^SW&.S&SEft; 

Sec. 2. Lots 1 and 2, S&NEVi, NV4NWV4, 
SE«4NW14. SEi/ 4 ; 

Sec. 3. LoU 1 to 4, inclusive. SV 2 N14, SWJ4, 
Wy 2 SEt/ 4 ; 

Sec. 4; 


Sec. 5, Lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, S^N^, 

NE '/ 4 SE14; 

Sec. 6, Lot 1, SEV4NEV4; 

Sec. 9, NE14,E14NW>/ 4 .'n^SE14; 

Sec. 10, Lots 1 to 16, inclusive; 

Sec. 11. W>/ 2 W>/ 2 ; 

Sec. 12. N14NE14; 

Sec. 13.E»4SE14; 

Sec. 24. NE»4NE»4. 

T.15N..R.7 W.. 

8ec. 8. N14, Ni/ 2 8i4, SEy 4 SWV4, S'/ 2 SE*4; 
Sec. 9, Nft, NW' /4 SW'/ 4i SV 2 S^, NE 14SE14; 
s ^ EI ^, 4 NW ViNW!4. swy„ w>/ a SE<4. 

Sec. 11, N V^, N>/ 2 SE>4; 

Sec. 12. N>4, N«4SW*/ 4 , NWV4SE«4; 

Sec. 13. NE 14 NEy 4 . Sft N14, S ft; 

Sees. 14.15,24, 25, and 31; 

& wyJV' 4NE ‘ /4 ' SE!4NW,/ <’ 

s« c . 35. m*. E>/,sw>/ 4 , se>/ 4 . 


SW'/„ 


..TV; areas described aggregate 5£ 
jo 1 49 acres of public lands in Colus 
Napa and Lake counties. 


R. R. Best, 
State Supervisor. 

I p - R. Doc. 57-3573; Piled, May 1, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.] 


[Classification 523] 
California 

SMALL TRACT CLASSIFICATION; AMENDM1 

April 23, 1951 

o! jKl? t Pra 23 ’ 1957 ’ Paraerapl 
redeial Register Document 57-15 


appearing on page 988 of the issue for 
February 16, 1957, is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

1. Pursuant to authority delegated to 
me by the California State Supervisor, 
Bureau of Land Management, under 
Part n. Document 4, California State 
Office, dated November 19, 1954 (19 F. R. 
7697),! hereby classify the following de¬ 
scribed public lands, totaling 40 acres in 
San Bernardino County, California, as 
suitable for lease and sale for residence 
purposes and/or direct sale under the 
Small Tract Act of June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 
609; 43 U. S. C. 682a), as amended. 

San Bernardino Base and Meridian 

T. 4 N., R. 1 E.. 

Sec. 23,SEftSWft. 

R. G. Sporleder, 

Officer-in-Charge, 
Southern Field Group, 

Los Angeles , California. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-3570; Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.] 


[Classification 171 
Colorado 

SMALL TRACT CLASSIFICATION 

1. Pursuant to authority delegated to 
me by Bureau Order No. 541 (19 F. R. 
2473), I hereby classify the following 
public lands, totalling 20.91 acres, in Rio 
Blanco County, Colorado, as suitable for 
lease for residence purposes under the 
Small Tract Act of June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 
609; 43 U. S. C. 682a), as amended: 
Sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado 

T. 1 N.. R. 91 W., 

Sec. 35. lot 12; 

Sec. 36. lots 8, 13, 14, 21, 22. 


Containing 20.91 acres subdivided into 5 
small tracts, of which, two tracts containing 
8.67 acres are covered by applications from 
persons entitled to preference under 43 CFR 
257.6 (a). Lot 12 of sec. 35 and lot 21 of sec. 
36 comprise one tract. 

2. Classification of the above-described 
lands by this order segregates them from 
all appropriations, including locations 
under the mining laws, except as to ap¬ 
plications under the Small Tract Act by 
the filing of Veterans’ Drawing Entry 
Cards, and applications under the min¬ 
eral leasing laws. 

3. The subject land is located about 
three miles from Buford, Colorado. The 
North Fork of the White River flows 
southwesterly through portions of each 
of the tracts described above. The vege¬ 
tation consists of conifers, aspen, sage¬ 
brush, some grasses, and forbs. There is 
no evidence of mining claims on the land 
or mineral activity in the area. State 
Highway No. 132, paralleling the White 
River on the north side, provides rea¬ 
sonably close access to the area, and ac¬ 
cess to the individual tracts can be had 
with a moderate amount of road-build¬ 
ing. Electricity is available from the 
power line near the area. 

4. The individual tracts vary in size 
from 3.58 acres to 5.04 acres and are rec¬ 
tangular in shape. An unofficial plat 
showing the location of each tract can be 
had by writing to the Manager, Land 


Office, 357 New Custom House. P. O. Box 
1018. Denver 1, Colorado. The advance 
rental for the first three years of the 
lease period varies from $90.00 to $288.00, 
as shown below. The tracts will be sub¬ 
ject to all existing rights of way of rec¬ 
ord, and rights of way for roads and 
utilities in accordance with Title 43 CFR 
257.17 (b) will be reserved as described 
below. Such rights of way may be 
utilized by the Federal Government or 
the State or County in which the tracts 
are located, or by any agency thereof, or 
by the general public for access to both 
banks of the North Fork of the White 
River for fishing and other recreational 
activities. A right of way 16.5 feet in 
width along the right and left banks of 
the North Fork of the White River, as it 
crosses the individual tracts included in 
this classification, is reserved for use by 
the general public for fishing and other 
recreational activities. All minerals in 
the land will be reserved to the United 
States: 


Sec. and lot No. 

Acres 

Location and 
width of rights 
of way 

Ad¬ 
vanced 
rental 
1st 3- 
year 
lease 
period 

Sec. 35, lot 12 *. 

Sec. 3tt, lot 21»_ 

Sec. 30: 

} 5.04 

33 feet along all 
sides. 

$288.00 

Lot 8. 

3.58 

33 feet along all 
sides. 

90.00 

Lot 13. 

3.03 

33 feet along all 
sides. 

288.00 

Lot 14 *_ 

3.63 

33 feet along all 
sides. 

288.00 

Lot 22. 

6.03 

33 feet along all 
sides. 

192.00 


1 Under application from an individual having statu¬ 
tory preference. 


5. Leases will be issued for a term of 
ten years. To maintain their rights un¬ 
der their leases, lessees will be required 
to construct substantial improvements 
on their lands. Failure to do so will re¬ 
sult in non-renewal of the lease. Leases 
will be renewable at the discretion of 
the Bureau of Land Management, and 
the renewal lease will be subject to such 
terms and conditions as are necessary in 
the light of the circumstances existing 
at the time of the renewal. 

6. Persons who have previously ac¬ 
quired a tract under the Small Tract Act 
are not qualified to secure a tract at the 
drawing unless they can make a showing 
satisfactory to the Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement that the acquisition of another 
tract is warranted in the circumstances. 

7. The improvements referred to in 
Paragraph 5 above must conform w r ith 
health, sanitation, and construction re¬ 
quirements of local ordnances, and must, 
in addition, meet the following stand¬ 
ards: 

(a) Buildings on these tracts shall be 
constructed of new and substantial ma¬ 
terials set on adequate foundations of 
cement, rocks, cinderblocks or similar 
materials. Chimneys must be of cement, 
stone, brick masonry, or of an approved 
metal type and shall be lined with fire 
resistant brick or tile except where ap¬ 
proved metal types are used. 

(b) No shacks of temporary and un¬ 
sightly nature will be allowed. The use 
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of tar or composition papers for general 
exterior purposes will not be permitted. 
No trailers or other portable types of 
houses will be considered as being part 
or all of the development requirements. 

(c) Each lessee will be required to keep 
the premises in a neat and orderly condi¬ 
tion. Garbage and other refuse must be 
disposed of by burning in an incenerator 
or be removed at regular intervals in 
accordance with local standards and 
practices. 

(d) Only one residence building will 
be permitted per tract. Buildings other 
than the residence shall be kept to a 
minimum. 

(e) All residential buildings shall have 
not less than 500 square feet of floor 
space. 

(f) All Bureau of Land Management 
regulations and State laws as to fire 
prevention must be observed. Premises 
and improvements must be maintained in 
a fire safe condition at all times. Each 
lessee will be required to take all reason¬ 
able precautions to prevent and suppress 
forest, brush and grass fires. Debris and 
inflammable material will be removed or 
burned in such a manner that adjoining 
properties as well as their own will not 
be endangered. 

(g) Buildings or other improvements 
on the lots shall be set back a minimum 
distance of 20 feet from rights-of-way 
and 50 feet from the bank of the North 
Fork of the White River. 

(h) No buildings shall be constructed 
on areas reserved for rights-of-way as 
described in the order of classification 
and terms of the lease. 

(i) All residence sites must have ade¬ 
quate sanitary facilities to conform with 
state, county, and local laws and ordi¬ 
nances. Outdoor toilets must be located 
a minimum of 50 feet from the building 
or dwelling, and at least 100 feet from 
the White River. The toilets must be 
fully enclosed and of substantial con¬ 
struction and contain a pit and cover for 
the seat. The depth of the pit shall not 
be less than 6 feet below ground level. 
In the case of inside toilets, disposal of 
waste shall be by means of septic tanks 
for cesspools. 

8. The lands are now open to filing of 
drawing entry cards (Form 4-775) only 
by persons entitled to veterans* prefer¬ 
ence. In brief, persons entitled to such 
preference are (a) honorably discharged 
veterans who served in the armed forces 
of the United States for a period of at 
least 90 days after September 15, 1940; 
(b) surviving spouse or minor orphan 
children of such veterans; and (cX with 
the consent of the veteran, the spouse of 
living veterans. The 90-day requirement 
does not apply to veterans who were dis¬ 
charged on account of wounds or disa¬ 
bility incurred in line of duty or the sur¬ 
viving spouse or minor children of vet¬ 
erans killed in line of duty. Drawing 
Entry Cards (Form 4-775) are available 
upon request from the Manager, Land 
Office, 357 New Custom House, P. O. 
Box 1018, Denver 1, Colorado. 

Drawing Entry Cards will be accepted 
if filled out in compliance with the in¬ 
structions on the form and with the 
above-named official prior to 10:00 a. m., 
August 14, 1957. A drawing will be held 


on that date or shortly thereafter. Any 
person who submits more than one card 
will be declared ineligible to participate 
in the drawing. Tracts will be assigned 
to entrants in the order that their names 
are drawn. All entrants will be noti¬ 
fied of the results of the drawing. Suc¬ 
cessful entrants will be sent copies of 
the lease forms (Form 4-776), with in¬ 
structions as to their execution and re¬ 
turn, and as to payment of fees and 
rentals. 

9. All valid applications filed prior to 
August 20, 1956 will be granted the pref¬ 
erence right provided for by 43 CFR 257.5 
(a). 

10. Inquiries concerning these lands 
shall be addressed to Manager, Land 
Office, 357 New Custom House, P. O. Box 
1018, Denver 1, Colorado. 

Max Caplan, 
State Supervisor. 

April 23,1957. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3576; Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:50 a. m.J 


Nevada 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

April 23,1957. 

The United States Atomic Energy 
Commission has filed an application. 
Serial No. Nevada 043795, for the with¬ 
drawal of the lands described below, from 
all forms of appropriation under the 
public land laws, including the mining 
and mineral leasing laws. The applicant 
desires the land for use in connection 
with the Nevada Test Site. The land 
in this proposed withdrawal was formerly 
a portion of the land withdrawn from 
the public domain and reserved for the 
use of the War Department by Execu¬ 
tive Order 8578, October 29, 1940, as 
modified by Executive Order 9019, Janu¬ 
ary 12, 1942, which orders were revoked 
in part by P. L. O. 1382 of January 16, 
1957 (22 F. R. 427). 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, persons 
having cause may present their objec¬ 
tions in writing to the undersigned offi¬ 
cial of the Bureau of Land Management, 
Department of the Interior, Reno, 
Nevada. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are described below: 

Beginning at a point that has coordinates 
Northing 911.554.32 Easting 714,867.37 Lat¬ 
itude 37*15*07.268” Longitude 115°55'42.268" 
which is the Northeast corner of the present 
AEC Proving Ground, as withdrawn by Pub¬ 
lic Land Order 805, thence N. 0*32*47** W., 
Two (2) miles. 

Thence East ten (10) miles. 

Thence Southerly six (6) miles. 

Thence West approximately ten (10) miles 
to the present Eastern Boundary of AEC 
Proving Ground on the line bearing 0*32*47** 
East from the Northeast corner. 


Thence N. 0*32*47** W., four (4) miles 
along said boundary to point of beginning. 
Approximate legal subdivisions of unsurveyed 
lands: 

Mount Diablo Meridian 
T. 8 S.. R. 54 E., 

Sec. 1 to 4, 8 to 16, 21 to 28 and 33 to 36 
Inclusive. 

T. 8 S.. R. 55 E. 

The area described contains approxi¬ 
mately 38,400 acres. 

E. R. Greenslet, 

State Supervisor, 

P. O. Box 1551, 
Reno, Nevada. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3574; Filed. May 1, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.J 


New Mexico 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

The Bureau of Land Management has 
filed an application, Serial No. New 
Mexico 032564, for the withdrawal of the 
lands described below, from all forms of 
appropriation including mineral leasing 
and mining location laws. 

The applicant desires the land to pro¬ 
tect an experimental area already set up 
to determine the effect on water yield of 
various erosion control practices. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, persons 
having cause may present their objec¬ 
tions in writing to the undersigned offi¬ 
cial of the Bureau of Land Management, 
Department of the Interior, P. O. Box 
1251, Santa Fe, New Mexico. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian 

T. 17 N., R. 2 W.. 

Sec. 4, NV&N&NWV4; 

Sec. 5, N&N&Nfc; 

Sec. 6. NE^NEft. 

T. 18 N.. R. 2 W.. 

Sec. 28. SW>/ 4 ; 

Sec. 29, S>/ 2 SE^i; 

Sec. 31, E »/ 2 : 

Sec. 32, 

Sec. 33. NWVi. SW%. 

The areas described, including both 
public and nonpublic lands, aggregate 
1680 acres. 

Adlai S. Baker, 
Acting State Supervisor. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3575; Filed, May, 1, 1 057: 

8:50 a. m.) 


Oregon 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

April 24, 1957. 

The United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service has filed an application, Serial 
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No. Oregon 05091, for the withdrawal of 
the lands described below, subject to 
valid existing rights, withdrawals or 
reservations, from all forms of appro¬ 
priation under the public land laws, in¬ 
cluding the general mining laws and 
mineral leasing laws, except oil and gas 
leasing. The management and disposal 
of forest products will continue under 
the Bureau of Land Management. The 
administration of mineral materials 
listed in the act of July 31. 1947 (61 Stat. 
681; 43 U. S. C. 1185), as amended, will 
continue under the Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement and may be used or sold with 
concurrence of the applicant. 

The applicant desires the land solely 
for wildlife purposes in connection with 
the Wenaha Game Management Area in 
Wallowa County, Oregon. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges¬ 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposd withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior, 1001 
NE. Lloyd Blvd., P. O. Box 3861, Portland 
8, Oregon. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice 
will be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

The lands involved in this application 
are; 


Willamette Meridian, Oregon 


T. 6 N„ R. 42 E., 

Sec. 14, Lot 3; 

Sec. 15. Lot 8; 

Sec. 22,NEHNE»4; 

Sec. 23. E>iSEi/ 4 SE!4. NE^NW^SE^SE^. 

sw V4 sw \\ se *4; 

Sec. 25, N l / 2 NW*4NW % NW%, 8B%NW% 
NWI/ 4 NW y 4 , NE>/ 4 NWy 4 NW'/ 4 , SE*4NW>4 

NWfc: 

T. 5 N., R. 42 E.. 

Sec. 14. NW 1 / 4 NB 14 ; 

Sec. 15, NEy^NE^; 

Sec. 24, Lot 5; 

Sec. 27, Lot 4; 

Sec. 28, Lot 2, SW‘/iNW«/ 4 ; 

Sec. 29, Lot 2; 

Sec. 31, Lots 4, 5, 6. 7. and 8; 

Sec. 32, Lots 3. 4. and 5 , NW&NWft. 

T - 6 N., R. 43 E., 


Sec. 31, NE % NW • 

I*. 5 N„ R. 43 E., 

Sec. 5, S W *4 NE l / 4 , SW 14 NW %; 

Sec. 6, Lot 5, S&NEft, SBftNWft; 

Sec. 8. SWV4NE^; 

8ec. 9, NW \\ NW % • 

Sec. 17. Ni/ 2 NE»4, NW»4NE«4SE»4, . 

SW»4NE«/ 4 SEV4. SWy4SW»4NE>4SE*4; 

Sec. 18,SEV 4 SE»/ 4 ; 

Sec. 19. NE»;NEi/ 4 ; 

Sec. 20, W«/ 2 3BV4NW%. wy»SEy 4 SEV4 

NWft, w y 2 neV4ne y 4 swvi, nw%nb& 
sw !4. N y 2 SW*4NEv*sw l A • 




Approximately 1,200.00 acres. 


Virgil T. Heath, 
State Supervisor. 

April 24,1957. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3598; Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:55 a. m.J 


Oregon 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

April 24, 1957. 

The United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service has filed an application. Serial 
No. Oregon 05104, for the withdrawal of 
the lands described below, subject to 
valid existing rights, from all forms of 
appropriation under the public land 
laws, including the general mining laws 
and mineral leasing laws, except oil and 
gas leasing. The management and dis¬ 
posal of forest products will continue 
under the Bureau of Land Management. 
The administration of mineral mate¬ 
rials listed in the act of July 31, 1947 
(61 Stat. 681; 43 U. S. C. 1185), as 
amended, will continue under the Bureau 
of Land Management and may be used or 
sold with concurrence of the applicant. 

The applicant desires the land solely 
for wildlife purposes in connection with 
the White River Big Game Range sit¬ 
uated in Wasco County. Oregon. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges¬ 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior, 1001 
NE. Lloyd Blvd., P. O. Box 3861, Portland 
8, Oregon. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary 
on the application will be published in 
the Federal Register. A separate notice 
will be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

The lands involved in this application 
are: 


Willamette Meridian. Oregon 
T 5 S R 11 E 

Sec. 9 , swy;,’w«4SEV4 , sev;se&: 

Sec. 10, swy 4 swy 4 ; 

Sec. 14, NWVi; 

Sec. 15, S*4NE*4, NftNW%. SE^NWVi. 

NWy 4 SE>/ 4 ; 

Sec. 21, S%S*4. 

880 acres. 

Virgil T. Heath, 
State Supervisor. 

April 24,1957. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3599; Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:55 a. m. j 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Foreign Assets Control 

Importation of Certain Merchandise 
Directly From Japan 

WITHDRAWAL OF LICENSE REQUIREMENT BY 
FOREIGN ASSETS CONTROL AND DELETION 
OF CERTAIN AVAILABLE CERTIFICATIONS BY 
GOVERNMENT OF JAPAN 

Notice is hereby given that the Treas¬ 
ury Department is no longer requiring 
certificates of origin or specific licenses 


for the direct importation from Japan of 
the following commodities and, accord¬ 
ingly, certificates of origin issued by the 
Japanese Ministry of International Trade 
and Industry under procedures agreed 
upon between that Government and the 
Foreign Assets Control are henceforth 
neither necessary nor available with re¬ 
spect to the importation into the United 
States from Japan of these commodities: 

Iriko. 

Oysters, dried. 

Sardines, dried. 

Scallops, dried. 

Seaweed, dried. 

I seal! Elting Arnold, 

Acting Director , 
Foreign Assets Control. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3635; Filed, May 1. 1957; 
8:56 a. m.| 


Geological Survey 

Colorado, North Dakota, Utah, 
Wyoming 

definition of known geologic struc¬ 
tures of producing oil^nd gas fields 

Former paragraph (c) of § 227.0. Part 
227, Title 30, Chapter II Code of Federal 
Regulations (1947 Supp.), codification 
of which has been discontinued by a 
document published in Part II of the 
Federal Register dated December 31, 
1948, is hereby supplemented by the 
addition of the following list of struc¬ 
tures defined effective as of the dates 
shown. 

Name of Field , Effective Date and Acreage 

(2) COLORADO 

Battleship. January 24, 1957, 520. 

North McCallum (revision), January 24, 
1957, 4,147. 


(6) NORTH DAKOTA 

Antelope, December 18, 1956, 2,819. 

Blue Buttes, December 12, 1956, 11,440. 
North Westhope (revision), December 18, 
1956. 2,142. 

Sanish, December 13. 1956, 2,000. 

(8) UTAH 

Brennan Bottom. March 26, 1957, 815. 
Gordon Creek (revision), March 20, 1957, 
3.033. 

(9) WYOMING 

Alkali Butte (revision), January 24, 1957, 
2,235. 

Beaver Creek (revision), December 24, 1956, 
8,471. 

Big Sand Draw (revision), March 18, 1957, 
4,945. 

Burke Ranch, March 14. 1957. 2,575. 

Canyon Creek. March 14, 1957, 8,694. 
Clareton (revision), March 18. 1957, 64,785. 
East Teapot, February 1, 1957, 2,161. 

Frannle (revision). January 24. 1957, 2.860. 
Lamb (revision). January 2. 1957, 2,264. 
North Tisdale, February 1. 1957, 680. 

Sage Creek (revision). March 20, 1957, 1,808. 
South Ash Creek, February 1, 1957, 1,161. 
Torchlight (revision), December 31, 1956, 
1,404. 

Thomas B. Nolan, 

Director. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3567; Filed, May 1. 1957; 
8:48 a. m.J 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Bureau of Foreign Commerce 

(Case 229] 

Nisan Simon Cohen 

ORDER REVOKING EXPORT LICENSES AND 
DENYING EXPORT PRIVILEGES 

In the matter of Nisan Simon Cohen, 
83 Biesbosstraat, Amsterdam, Nether¬ 
lands, Respondent, Case No. 229. 

Nisan Simon Cohen, hereinafter some¬ 
times referred to as the respondent, was 
charged by the Agent-in-Charge, In¬ 
vestigation Staff, Bureau of Foreign 
Commerce of the Department of Com¬ 
merce, with having violated the Export 
Control Act of 1949, as amended, in that 
as alleged, without permission from the 
Department of Commerce, he trans¬ 
shipped to a purchasing agent of the 
Communist Chinese 50,000 bottles of 
aureomycin, originally exported from 
the United States. He duly answered the 
charges and admitted the transshipment. 
He denied that he knew that goods ex¬ 
ported from the United States but ac¬ 
quired by him from a supplier in Belgium 
could not be transshipped to a Soviet 
Bloc destination without prior authoriza¬ 
tion from the United States. 

In accordance with the practice, this 
case was refrerd to the Compliance Com¬ 
missioner. After the evidence was sub¬ 
mitted. the Compliance Commissioner in 
due course made his report and recom¬ 
mendation, which, upon the facts as 
hereinafter found, appears to be fair and 
just and is therefore adopted. 

Now, after considering the entire rec¬ 
ord consisting of the charges, the answer 
and other communications received 
from the respondent, the evidence sub¬ 
mitted in support of the charges and 
the report and recommendation of the 
Compliance Commissioner, I hereby 
make the following findings of fact: 

1. At all times hereinafter mentioned, 
the respondent, Nisan Simon Cohen, 
was and now is engaged in the export- 
import business in Amsterdam, the 
Netherlands. 

2. Heretofore, in or about November 
1954, the respondent agreed to sell and 
SNIEC Berlin of Berlin, Germany, an 
agent of the China National Import and 
Export Corporation, Peking, agreed to 
purchase 50.000 bottles of aureomycin, 
of a value of approximately $250,000. 

3. Respondent knew that such aureo¬ 
mycin, in the quantity required, had to 
be purchased in the United States and 
he knew also that export control regula¬ 
tions of the United States prohibited the 
shipment of such aureomycin to any 
Soviet Bloc destination, without prior 
authority from the Department of Com¬ 
merce. Having such knowledge, the re¬ 
spondent made no effort to purchase the 
said aureomycin in the United States 
although his prior business experience 
and activities would have enabled him so 
to do. 

4. Instead, he entered into arrange¬ 
ments with a firm in Brussels, Belgium, 
whereby that firm agreed to sell to him 
and he agreed to purchase the aureomy¬ 
cin necessary for the purpose of supply¬ 
ing his contract with SNIEC. 


5. Said Belgian firm thereupon pur¬ 
chased the said aureomycin from another 
Belgian firm which in turn purchased it 
from an exporter in the United States. 

6. For the purpose of supplying the 

said aureomycin. the exporter in the 
United States had authenticated two 
shipper’s export declarations in which it 
certified and represented that the place 
and country of ultimate destination were 
Brussels, Belgium, the place where its 
purchaser was engaged in business. In 
the said shipper’s export declarations it 
certified that the aureomycin to be ex¬ 
ported was being exported under general 
license GRO, which general license per¬ 
mitted the exportation thereof to 
Belgium. t 

7. Then, supported by the said export 
declarations, the American exporter 
shipped 50,000 bottles of aureomycin to 
its customer in Brussels, Belgium and, 
after arrival of the aureomycin at Brus¬ 
sels in Belgium, the same was forwarded 
from there to Amsterdam, the Nether¬ 
lands. and then transshipped by respond¬ 
ent to Berlin. 

And, from the foregoing, it is my con¬ 
clusion that the respondent, Nisan Simon 
Cohen, violated Sections 371.2, 371.4 (b), 
371.8, and 381.6 of the Export Control 
Regulations by knowingly having dis¬ 
posed of, diverted, transshipped, and re¬ 
exported United States origin aureomy¬ 
cin to a person and destination, to wit, 
SNIEC of Berlin, for transshipment to 
Communist China, without license or 
other authorization from the Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce. 

The Compliance Commissioner, in his 
report, stated: 

This case follows the current pattern of 
violation of general license regulations 
whereby suppliers to Communist Chinese 
purchasing agents, who are resident in neu¬ 
tral countries, make purchases from other 
suppliers in their countries or in other neu¬ 
tral countries, who then acquire our general 
license commodities from suppliers in the 
United States and form a part of a chain 
Intended to accomplish indirectly what they 
know they may not accomplish directly and 
legally. Considering that this is not the first 
such case in which Cohen has been involved, 
considering also that this current pattern 
must be broken, and considering further that 
Cohen, had he genuinely believed what he 
now alleges as defenses, would have made the 
purchase directly from a supplier in the 
United States, it is my recommendation that 
he be denied export privileges so long as 
export controls are in effect. 

Having concluded that the recom¬ 
mended action is fair, just, and neces¬ 
sary to achieve effective enforcement of 
the law: It is hereby ordered: 

I. All outstanding validated export li¬ 
censes in which Nisan Simon Cohen ap¬ 
pears or participates as purchaser, inter¬ 
mediate or ultimate consignee, or other¬ 
wise, are hereby revoked and shall be 
returned forthwith to the Bureau of 
Foreign Commerce for cancellation. 

II. Henceforth, and for the duration 
of export controls, the said respondent 
be, and he hereby is suspended from and 
denied all privileges of participating, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly, in any manner or 
capacity, in an exportation of any com¬ 
modity or technical data from the United 
States to any foreign destination, includ¬ 


ing Canada, whether such exportation 
has heretofore or hereafter been com¬ 
pleted. Without limitation of the gen¬ 
erality of the foregoing denial of export 
privileges, participation in an exporta¬ 
tion is deemed to include and prohibit 
participation by a respondent, directly 
or indirectly, in any manner or capacity, 
(a) as a party or as a representative of 
a party to any validated export license 
application, (b) in the obtaining or using 
of any validated or general export license 
or other export control document, (c) in 
the receiving, ordering, buying, selling, 
using, or disposing in any foreign country 
of any commodities in whole or in part 
exported or to be exported from the 
United States, and (d) in storing, financ¬ 
ing, forwarding, transporting, or other 
servicing of such exports from the United 
States. 

HI. Such denial of export privileges 
shall extend not only to the respondent, 
but also to any person, firm, corporation, 
or business organization with which he 
may be related, now or hereafter, by 
ownership, control, position of responsi¬ 
bility, or other connection in the conduct 
of trade involving exports from the 
United States or services connected 
therewith. 

IV. No person, firm, corporation, 
partnership, or other business organiza¬ 
tion, whether in the United States or 
elsewhere, shall, without prior disclosure 
to. and specific authorization from the 
Bureau of Foreign Commerce, directly 
or indirectly, in any manner or capacity, 
(a) apply for, obtain, or use any license, 
shipper’s export declaration, bill of lad¬ 
ing, or other export control document re¬ 
lating to any activity on behalf of or in 
any manner connected with the re¬ 
spondent, (b) order, receive, buy, use, 
dispose of, finance, transport or forward, 
any commodity on behalf of or in any 
association with the respondent, or (c) 
do any of the foregoing acts with respect 
to any commodity or exportation in 
which the respondent may have any in¬ 
terest of any kind or nature, direct or 
indirect. 

Dated: April29,1957. 

Frank W. She after, 
Acting Director, 

Office of Export SupplV- 

(F. R. Doc. 57-3563: Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.] 


Federal Maritime Board 

Majestic Shipping & Forwarding Co., 
Inc., and Rohner, Gehrig & Co., Inc. 

NOTICE OF AGREEMENT FILED WITH THE 
BOARD FOR APPROVAL 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing described agreement has been filed 
with the Board for approval pursuant to 
section 15, Shipping Act, 1916 (39 Stat. 
733; 46 U. S. C. 814): 

Agreement No. 8211 between Majestic 
Shipping & Forwarding Co., Inc., and 
Rohner, Gehrig & Co., Inc., both of New 
York, New York, is a cooperative working 
arrangement providing for the perform¬ 
ance of freight forwarding and other 
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services by Rohner, Gehrig & Co., Inc., 
in connection with shipments referred 
to it by Majestic Shipping & Forwarding 
Co., Inc. 

Interested parties may inspect this 
agreement and obtain copies thereof at 
the Regulation Office, Federal Maritime 
Board, Washington, D. C., and may sub¬ 
mit, within 20 days after publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register, writ¬ 
ten statements with reference to the 
agreement, and their position as to ap¬ 
proval, disapproval, or modification, to¬ 
gether with request for hearing should 
such hearing be desired. 

Dated: April 29,1957. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 

Board. 

[seal] Geo. A. Viehmann, 

Assistant Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 57-3587: Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:52 a. m.] 


Office of the Secretary 

John H. Spraggon 

Statement or Changes in Financial 

INTERESTS 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710 (b) (6) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register of Octo¬ 
ber 27,1956, 21 F. R. 8245. 

A. Deletions: No. change. 

B. Additions: No change. 

This statement is made as of April 11, 
1957. 

Dated: April 19. 1957. 

John H. Spraggon. 

IP. R. Doc. 57-3557; Filed. May 1, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.) 


Theodore S. Hodgins 
statement of changes in financial 

INTERESTS 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710 (b) (6) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28. 
!955. the following changes have taken 
Place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register of April 
28. 1956. 21 F. R. 2795 and October 23, 
WW, 21 F. R. 8123. 

A. Deletions: No change. 

Additions: No change. 

statement Is made as of April 10, 

*957, 

Dated: April 22, 1957, 

Theodore S. Hodgins. 

l p - R. Doc. 57-3558; Filed. May 1, 1957; 
8:46 a. m.J 
No. 85- 5 


Glenn E. Carter 

STATEMENT OF CHANGES IN FINANCIAL 
INTERESTS 

In accordance with the requirements of 
section 710 (b) (6) of the Defense Pro¬ 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as reported 
in the Federal Register of May 5, 1956, 
21 F. R. 3030 and October 27, 1956, 21 
F. R. 8245. 

A. Deletions: No change. 

B. Additions: No changes. 

This statement is made as of April 20, 
1957. 

Dated: April 20, 1957. 

Glenn E. Carter. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3559; Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:46 a. m.| 


Norval W. Postweiler 
statement of changes in financial 

INTERESTS 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710 (b) (6) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as reported 
in the Federal Register of May 22, 1956, 
21 F. R. 3393 and October 27, 1956, 21 
F. R. 8245. 

A. Deletions: Riegel Textile Corp. 

B. Additions: Cavitron Corp., Vanadium 
Corp., Cities Service, Wheeling Steel. 

This statement is made as of April 20, 
1957. 

Dated: April 20,1957. 

Norval W. Postweiler. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3560; Filed, May 1. 1957; 

8:46 a. m.J 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 12008; FCC 57-417] 

Noble-DeKalb Broadcasting Co., Inc. 

(WKTL) 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATION FOR 
HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re application of Noble-DeKalb 
Broadcasting Company, Inc. (WKTL), 
Kendallville, Indiana, Docket No. 12008, 
File No. BP-10883; for construction per¬ 
mit. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 24th day of 
April 1957; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the above-captioned application 
of the Noble-DeKalb Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, Inc., for a construction permit to 
change the facilities of Station WKTL’, 
Kendallville, Indiana, from daytime op¬ 
eration with a directional antenna to 
non-directional operation, daytime only, 


and to continue operations on 1570 kilo¬ 
cycles with a power of 250 watts; 

It appearing, that the applicant is 
legally, technically, financially and 
otherwise qualified, except as may appear 
from the issues specified below, to oper¬ 
ate Station WKTL as proposed, but that 
the proposed operation would cause ob¬ 
jectionable interference to Station 
WPTW, Piqua, Ohio (1570 kc, 250 w. D); 
and 

It further appearing, that, pursuant 
to section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the subject ap¬ 
plicant was advised by letter dated March 
14, 1957, of the aforementioned interfer¬ 
ence and that the Commission was un¬ 
able to conclude that a grant of the ap¬ 
plication would be in the public interest; 
and 

It further appearing, that a timely re¬ 
ply to the Commission’s letter was filed 
by the applicant; and 

It further appearing, that by letter 
dated January 25, 1957, Station WPTW 
requested that the subject application be 
designated for hearing; and 

It further appearing, that the Com¬ 
mission, after consideration of the above, 
is of the opinion that a hearing is neces¬ 
sary; 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the said application 
is designated for hearing, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent order 
upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which may be expected to gain 
or lose primary service from the opera¬ 
tion of Station WKTL as proposed, and 
the availability of other primary service 
to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine w heth er the proposed 
operation of Station WKTL would cause 
objectionable interference to Station 
WPTW, Piqua, Ohio, or any other exist¬ 
ing standard broadcast stations, and, if 
so, the nature and extent thereof, the 
areas and populations affected thereby 
and the availability of other primary 
service to such areas and populations. 

3. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, whether the above-cap¬ 
tioned application should be granted. 

It is further ordered. That The Miami 
County Broadcasting Company, Inc., 
licensee of Station WPTW, is made a 
party to the proceeding. 

It is further ordered, That in the event 
of a grant of the instant application, 
the construction permit shall contain 
the following condition: Program tests 
will not be authorized until Station 
WKTL submits sufficient field intensity 
measurement data to establish that the 
horizontal inverse distance field intensity 
at one mile has been reduced to essen¬ 
tially 175 mv/m/kw. 

It is further ordered. That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the Noble-DeKalb Broadcasting 
Company, Inc. and The Miami County 
Broadcasting Company, Inc., pursuant 
to § 1.387 of the Commission’s rules, in 
person or by attorney, shall within 20 
days of the mailing of this order, file 
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NOTICES 


with the Commission, in triplicate, a 
written appearance stating an intention 
to appear on the date fixed for the hear¬ 
ing and present evidence on the issues 
specified in this order. 

Released: April 29, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3597; Filed, May 1, 1957; 
8:55 a. m.) 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

r Docket No. G-5224J 
Big Chief Drilling Co. 
notice reconvening hearing 

April 26, 1957. 

Notice is hereby given that a hearing 
on the above-entitled matter is sched¬ 
uled to be reconvened at 9:30 a. m. on 
May 14, 1957 in a Hearing Room of the 
Federal Power Commission, 441 G Street 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

[seal] Henry R. Domers, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3577; Filed. May 1, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.J 


[Docket No. G-7098] 

Mesquite Oil and Gas Co. 
notice of application and date of hearing 
April 26, 1957. 

Taking notice that Mesquite Oil and 
Gas Company (Applicant), with its prin¬ 
cipal place of business in San Antonio, 
Texas, filed an application on November 
30, 1954, for a certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity pursuant to 
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act for au¬ 
thority to sell natural gas in interstate 
commerce to Lone Star Gas Company at 
the tailgate of its Snyder Gasoline Plant 
for resale, from production in the Kelly- 
Snyder Field, as more fully described in 
the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Upon the basis of the Commission’s 
order issued June 7, 1955, In the Matter 
of Lone Star Producing Company, Docket 
No. G-5917, wherein the Commission, 
found that sales made to Lone Star Gas 
Company at the tailgate of the Snyder 
Gasoline Plant are sales in intrastate 
commerce, and not subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the Commission, the Com¬ 
mission proposes, after hearing thereon, 
to dismiss the application herein, and to 
that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on May 
27, 1957, at 9:30 a. m., e. d. s. t. f In a 
Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton. D. C., concerning the matters in¬ 
volved in and the issues presented by 


such application: Provided , however , 
That the Commission may, after a non- 
contested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.30 (c) (1) or (2) of the Commission’s 
rules of praotice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for, un¬ 
less otherwise advised, it will be unnec¬ 
essary for Applicant to appear or be 
represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25. D. C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before May 
16, 1957. Failure of any party to appear 
at and participate in the hearing shall 
be construed as waiver of and concur¬ 
rence in omission herein of the inter¬ 
mediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made and 
concurrence in the dismissal of the ap¬ 
plication in this proceeding for the rea¬ 
son set forth above. 

[seal] Henry R. Domers, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3578; Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:50 a. m.J 


[Docket No. G-9169] 

Ohio Fuel Gas Co. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION AND DATE OF 
HEARING 

' April 26,1957. 

Take notice that The Ohio Fuel Gas 
Company (Ohio Fuel), an Ohio corpora¬ 
tion with its principal place of business 
in Columbus, Ohio, filed on July 22, 1955, 
an application for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under section 
7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act. as amended, 
authorizing the construction and oper¬ 
ation of approximately fifty feet of 2% 
inch pipeline in Morrow County, Ohio, 
for the sale of natural gas to the Farm 
Bureau Cooperative Association (Farm 
Bureau) for use in the drying of ingre¬ 
dients used in the manufacture of fer¬ 
tilizer, all as more fully described in said 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Under date of October 28, 1955, the 
Commission by air mail letter granted 
temporary authority to Ohio Fuel to con¬ 
struct and operate the natural gas trans¬ 
mission facilities as described in its 
application in Docket No. G-9169, upon 
the showing that it was imperative that 
gas deliveries commence by November 1, 
1955, in order that the newly constructed 
fertilizer plant of Farm Bureau would be 
in a position to have sufficient inventory 
to meet its fertilizer delivery obligations 
in the spring of 1956. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act. and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on May 29, 


1957, at 9:30 a. m., e. d. s. t., in a hearing 
room of the Federal Power Commission I 
441 G Street NW.. Washington. D. c., I 
concerning the matters involved in and I 
the issues presented by such application: I 
Provided , however , That the Commission 
may, after a non-contested hearing, dis¬ 
pose of the proceedings pursuant to the 
provisions of § 1.30 (c) (1) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure. 
Under the procedure herein provided for, 
unless otherwise advised, it will be un¬ 
necessary for The Ohio Fuel Gas Com¬ 
pany to appear or be represented at the 
hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25. D. C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before May I 
15, 1957. Failure of any party to appear 
at and participate in the hearing shall ] 
be construed as waiver of and concur- | 
rence in omission herein of the inter- I 
mediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

[seal] Henry R. Domers, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3581; Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:51 a. m.J 


[Docket No. 0-9319J I 

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. I 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION AND DATE OP I 

HEARING I 

April 26,1957. 

Take notice that Michigan Wisconsin 
Pipe Line Company (Applicant), a 
Delware corporation with its principal 
place of business in Detroit, Michigan, 
filed on September 12, 1955, in Docket 
No. G-9319, an application for a certifi¬ 
cate of public convenience and necessity 
under section 7 (c) of the Natural Gas 
Act, as amended, authorizing it to con¬ 
tinue to operate a 6-inch lateral pipe 
line extending approximately 3.17 miles 
from the main line of Michigan Wiscon- | 
sin to a well known as the Minnie B. 
Dorman Well No. 1 of Sunray Oil Cor- | 
poration and The Carter Oil Company in 
the Floris area, Beaver County, Okla¬ 
homa, all as more fully described in said 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Under date of September 21,1956, The 
Carter Oil Company was authorized in 
Docket No. G-4987 to continue the sale 
of gas to Applicant. The application 
of Sunray Oil Corporation in Docket No. 
G-5180 to continue the sale of gas to Ap¬ 
plicant is presently pending. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations, and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subjectto 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 ana 
15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held on June 4, 1957. a 
of the Federal Power Commission. 44 1 ~ 
9:30 a. m., e. d. s. t., in a hearing room 









Thursday, May 2, 1957 

Street. NW. f Washington. D. C., con¬ 
cerning the matters involved in and the 
issues presented by such application: 
Provided , however, That the Commis¬ 
sion may, after a non-contested hearing, 
dispose of the proceedings pursuant to 
the provisions of § 1.30 (c) (1) of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. Under the procedure herein 
provided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for Michigan Wis¬ 
consin Pipe Line Company to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D. C., in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or be¬ 
fore May 17, 1957. Failure of any party 
to appear at and participate in the hear¬ 
ing shall be construed as waiver of and 
concurrence in omission herein of the 
intermediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

[seal] Henry R. Domers, 

Acting Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-3579; Filed, May 1, 1957; 

8:51 a. m.J 


[Docket No. 0-12459] 

Le Cuno Oil Corp. 

ORDER SUSPENDING PROPOSED CHANGE IN 
RATES 

April 26,1957. 

Le Cuno Oil Corporation (Le Cuno), 
on March 29, 1957, tendered for filing a 
proposed change in its presently effec¬ 
tive rate schedule for sales of natural 
gas subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission. The proposed change, 
which constitutes an increased rate and 
charge, is contained in the following 
designated filing: 

Description: Notice of change, dated 
March 26.1957. 

Purchaser: Mississippi River Fuel Cor¬ 
poration. 

Rate schedule designation: Supplement 
No. 11 to Le Cuno’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule 

No. 3. 

Effective date: 1 April 29, 1957. 

In support of the proposed increased 
rate, Le Cuno mentions, among other 
things, arms-length bargaining, the ini¬ 
tial rate reflecting the then fair market 
value in the field, the assumption that 
the contractual obligation would be ful¬ 
filled by both parties, the confiscation of 
I* Cuno’s property resulting from lack 
of acceptance of the increase, and that 
it would not have committed its reserves 
otherwise. 

The increased rate and charge pro¬ 
posed in the aforesaid filing has not 
been shown to be justified, and may be 
unjust, unreasonable, unduly discrimi- 
uatory, or preferential, or otherwise 
unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
in the enforcement of the provisions 

aff 7116 stated effective date la the first day 
rmn expirat;lon of the required thirty days 
ijw*' or the effective date proposed by 
Le Cuno, if later. 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

of the Natural Gas Act that the Com¬ 
mission enter upon a hearing concerning 
the lawfulness of the said proposed 
change, and that the above designated 
supplement be suspended and the use 
thereof deferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders : 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
Ch. I), a public hearing be held upon a 
date to be fixed by notice from the Sec¬ 
retary concerning the lawfulness of said 
proposed change in rates and charges; 
and, pending such hearing and decision 
thereon, the above-designated supple¬ 
ment be and the same hereby is sus¬ 
pended and the use thereof deferred un¬ 
til September 29, 1957, and until such 
further time as it is made effective in 
the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(B) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered shall be changed until this 
proceeding has been disposed of, or un¬ 
til the period of suspension has expired, 
unless otherwise ordered by the Com¬ 
mission. 

(C) Interested state commissions may 
participate as provided by §§ 1.8 and 1.37 
(f) of the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.37 (f)). 

By the Commission. 3 

[seal] Henry R. Domers, 

Acting Secretary. 

]F. R. Doc. 57-3580; Filed. May 1. 1957; 

8:51 a. m. | 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Fourth Section Applications for Relief 
April 29,1957. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL 

FSA No. 33621: Phosphates to Blair 
and Oak Ridge, Tenn. Filed by O. E. 
Schultz, Agent, for interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on phosphate of soda, di¬ 
sodium phosphate, and tri-sodium phos¬ 
phate, carloads, from specified points in 
Delaware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, 
to Blair and Oak Ridge, Tenn. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 42 to Agent C. W. 
Boin’s ICC A-1079. 

FSA No. 33622: Matches between Min - 
nesota and Wisconsin points and points 
in Ohio. Filed by O. E. Schultz, Agent, 
for interested rail carriers. Rates on 
matches, carloads, between Cloquet, Du¬ 
luth, Minn., and Superior, Wis., on one 
hand, and Akron, Barberton. Cincin¬ 
nati. Cleveland, Ravenna, and Wads¬ 
worth, Ohio, on the other. 


* Acting Chairman Dlgby dissenting. 
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Grounds for relief: Circuitous routes. 

Tariffs: Supplement 134 to Agent H. R. 
Hinsch’s ICC 4370 and one other tariff. 

FSA No. 33623: Aluminum billets, etc.. 
New York and Ohio to Russellville , Ky. 
Filed by O. E. Schultz, Agent, for inter¬ 
ested rail carriers. Rates on aluminum 
billets, blooms, ingots, pigs, and slabs, 
straight or mixed carloads, from Mas- 
sena, N. Y., Cleveland and Heath, Ohio, 
to Russellville, Ky. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 52 to Agent H. R. 
Hinsch’s ICC 4664. 

F3A No. 33624: Aluminum billets, etc., 
official territory to Tougaloo, Miss. Filed 
by O. E. Schultz, Agent, for interested 
rail carriers. Rates on aluminum billets, 
blooms, Ingots, pigs, and slabs, straight 
or mixed carloads, from Cleveland and 
Heath, Ohio. Detroit, Mich., and La- 
Fay ette, Ind., to Tougaloo, Miss. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 52 to Agent H. R. 
Hinsch’s ICC 4664. 

FSA No. 33625: Ammonium sulphate 
from Boutte and Luling, La., to St. Louis, 
Mo., group. Filed by F. C. Kratzmeir, 
Agent, for interested rail carriers. Rates 
on ammonium sulphate, carloads, from 
Boutte and Luling, La., to St. Louis, Mo., 
and East St. Louis, Ill. 

Grounds for relief: Market competi¬ 
tion and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 207 to Agent 
Kratzmeir’s ICC 4112. 

FSA No. 33626: Cement from Spocari, 
Ala., to Laurel, Miss. Filed by O. W. 
South, Jr., Agent, for interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on cement, carloads, from 
Spocari, Ala., to Laurel, Miss. 

Grounds for relief: Circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 83 to Agent C. A. 
Spaninger’s ICC 1447. 

FSA No. 33627: Clay from points in 
southern territory to Point Pleasant, 
W. Va. Filed by O. W. South, Jr., Agent, 
for interested rail carriers. Rates on 
clay, kaolin, and pyrophyllite, carloads, 
from specified points in Georgia, North 
Carolina, and South Carolina, to Point 
Pleasant. W. Va. 

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance 
formula and circuitous routes. 

Tariff: Supplement 66 to Agent C. A. 
Spaninger’s ICC 1491. 

FSA No. 33628: Commodities between 
Mobile, Ala., and Gulfport, Miss. Filed 
by O. W. South, Jr., Agent, for interested 
rail carriers. Rates on paper and paper 
articles, carloads, and other specified 
commodities, carloads, between Mobile, 
Ala., and Gulfport, Miss. 

Grounds for relief: Circuitous routes. 

Tariffs: Supplement 77 to Agent C. A. 
Spaninger’s ICC 1466 and five other 
tariffs. 

FSA No. 33629: Refined oil and related 
articles from Montana. Filed by W. J. 
Prueter, Agent, for Interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on refined oil, liquefied 
petroleum gas, coal spraying oil, distil¬ 
late fuel oil, tank-car loads, from Bill¬ 
ings, East Billings, Laurel, and Great 
Falls. Mont., to points in Illinois. Iowa, 
Minnesota, South Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

Grounds for relief: Market competi¬ 
tion and circuity. 
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NOTICES 


Tariff: Supplement 48 to Agent 
Prueter’s ICC 1575. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3584: Filed, May 1, 1957; 
6:52 a. m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 8-2975] 

Mitchell Securities, Inc. 

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER REVOKING 
BROKER-DEALER REGISTRATION 

April 23,1957. 

In the matter of Mitchell Securities, 
Inc., 910 Mercantile Trust Building, Bal¬ 
timore 2, Maryland; File No. 8-2975. 

This is a proceeding under section 
15 (b) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 to determine whether to revoke the 
registration as a broker and dealer of 
Mitchell Securities, Inc. (“registrant’*) 
and whether, under section 15A (b) (4) 
of that act, C. Benjamin Mitchell and 
Russell P. Dotterer, officers and directors 
of registrant, are each a cause of any 
order of revocation which may be issued.* 
Registrant filed an answer containing a 
consent to the revocation of its registra¬ 
tion. 

Registrant, C. Benjamin Mitchell, pres¬ 
ident and a director, and Russell P. 
Dotterer, vice president and a director, 
are permanently enjoined by a judgment, 
dated May 16. 1956. of the United States 
District Court for the District of Mary¬ 
land from selling securities by means of 
false statements and misleading omis¬ 
sions. The complaint in that action and 


* Section 15 (b) as here applicable, pro¬ 
vides that we may revoke the registration of 
a broker or dealer if we find that it is in the 
public interest and that such broker or 
dealer or any officer or director thereof is 
enjoined by any court of competent jurisdic¬ 
tion from engaging in or continuing any 
conduct or practice in connection with the 
purchase or sale of any securities. 

Under section 15A (b) (4), in the absence 
of our approval or direction, no broker or 
dealer may be admitted to or continued in 
membership in a national securities associa¬ 
tion if such broker or dealer or any partner, 
officer or director, or any person controlling 
or controlled by such broker or dealer was 
a cause of any order of revocation which is 
in effect. 


the affidavits filed in support of a motion 
for the issuance of an injunction, copies 
of which are included in the record in 
this proceeding, recite that registrant 
sold its own debentures to the public by 
means of misrepresentations about its 
financial condition, its history of un¬ 
profitable operations and the commis¬ 
sions paid in connection with the sale. 

We find that the public interest re¬ 
quires the revocation of registrant's 
registration. 

Accordingly, it is ordered , That the 
registration of Mitchell Securities, Inc. as 
a broker and dealer be, and it hereby is, 
revoked, and it is found that C. Benja¬ 
min Mitchell and Russell P. Dotterer is 
each a cause uf such revocation. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] ORVAL L. DUBOIS, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-3514: Filed, Apr. 30, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.J 


I File No. 24B-878] 

Electronic Micro-Ledger Accounting 
Corp. 

order temporarily suspending exemp¬ 
tion, STATEMENT OF REASONS THEREFOR, 
AND NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY FOR HEAR¬ 
ING 

April 25. 1957. 

I. Electronic Micro-Ledger Account¬ 
ing Corporation (“issuer”), a New York 
corporation, with a principal office at 
70 State Street, Boston, Massachusetts, 
having filed with the Commission on 
September 28, 1955, a notification on 
Form 1-A and an offering circular, and 
having subsequently filed amendments 
thereto, relating to an offering of 299,- 
810 shares of its 10-cent par value com¬ 
mon stock, 149,000 to be offered to the 
public and 150,810 shares to existing 
stockholders by means of warrants at 
$1 per share for an aggregate of $299,810, 
for the purpose of obtaining an exemp¬ 
tion from the registration requirements 
of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, 
pursuant to the provisions of section 
3 (b) thereof and Regulation A promul¬ 
gated thereunder; and 

II. The Commission having reasonable 
cause to believe that: 

A. The offering circular and other 
sales literature, including particularly 
the sales literature dated October 13, 


1955 and filed October 31, 1955. contain I 
untrue statements of material facts and I 
omit to state material facts necessary I 
in order to make the statements madp, I 
in the light of the circumstances under I 
which they are made, not misleading, I 
concerning, among other things: I 

1. The issuer’s license agreement with I 

Central Records, Inc.; I 

2. The market price for common stock I 
of the issuer; 

3. The use to be made of the proceeds I 
of the offering; and 

4. The issuer’s proposed operations I 
and plans; and 

B. The use of the offering circular I 
and other sales material, including par- I 
ticularly the sales literature dated Oc- I 
tober 13, 1955 and filed October 31, 1955, 
would and did operate as a fraud and 
deceit upon the purchasers in that, I 
among other things, the said materials, I 
including the circular, contain false and 
misleading statements as specified here¬ 
inabove, and the circular fails to dis- | 
close, among other things, modifications I 
in the licensing agreement obtaining be¬ 
tween the issuer and Central Records, 
Inc., and changes in the issuer’s plans, 
proposed operations and obligations re¬ 
sulting from the modifications in the said 
licensing agreement. 

It is ordered , Pursuant to Rule 223 (a) 
of the general rules and regulations un¬ 
der the Securities Act of 1933, as 
amended, that the exemption under 
Regulation A be, and it hereby is, tem¬ 
porarily suspended. 

Notice is hereby given that any per¬ 
son having any interest in the matter 
may file with the Secretary of the Com- j 
mission a written request for a hearing; 
that within twenty days after receipt of 
such request, the Commission will or at 
any time upon its own motion may, set 
the matter down for hearing at a place to 
be designated by the Commission for the | 
purpose of determining whether this or¬ 
der of suspension should be vacated or 
made permanent, without prejudice, 
however, to the consideration and pres¬ 
entation of additional matters at the 
hearing; and that notice of the time and 
place of said hearing will be promptly 
given by the Commission. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois. 

Secretary . 

IF. R. Doc. 57-3515; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.J 








